


BYZANTINE ATHENS,
10TH—12TH CENTURIES

In this masterful synthesis, Charalambos Bouras draws together material and textual evidence
for Athens in the Middle Byzantine period, from the mid-tenth century to 1204, when it
was conquered by Crusaders. What emerges from his meticulous investigation is an urban
fabric surprisingly makeshift in its domestic sector yet exuberantly creative in its ecclesiasti-
cal architecture. Rather than viewing the city as a mere shadow of its ancient past, Bouras
demonstrates how Athens remained an important city of the Byzantine Empire as the seat of
a metropolitan, home to local aristocracy, and pilgrimage destination for those who came to
worship at the Christian Parthenon. Byzantine Athens explores the relationship of the Byzantine
infrastructure to earlier configurations, shedding light on the water supply, industrial facili-
ties, streets and fortifications of medieval Athens, and exploring the evidence for the form and
typology of Byzantine houses. Thanks to Bouras’s indefatigable study of all available archaco-
logical reports the first part of the book offers an overall picture of the Middle Byzantine city.
The second part presents a fully documented and illustrated catalogue of nearly 40 churches,
including synthetic treatments of their typology and morphology set in the wider Byzantine
architectural context. Finally, Bouras joins his unrivalled knowledge of the surviving remains
and exhaustive scrutiny of the relevant scholarship to offer a historical interpretation of the
Athenian monuments. Byzantine Athens is a unique achievement that will remain an invaluable
compendium of our knowledge of one of the most complex, yet relatively unknown, Byzan-

tine cities.

Professor Charalambos Bouras (1933-2016) was a scholar of international recogni-
tion who taught History of Architecture in the Universities of Thessaloniki and Athens for
35 years. In addition to his ground breaking research as a specialist in Byzantine and Post-
Byzantine architecture, he also made significant contributions to the understanding of ancient
architecture. He was the President of the Committee for the Restoration of the Acropolis
Monuments, and a member and vice-president of the Board of Trustees of the Benaki Mu-
seum, Athens. He passed away in July 2016 during the final preparation of this English edition
of Byzantine Athens.
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FOREWORD

Athens, one of the most celebrated cities of the ancient world, renowned for its unsurpassed
cultural standards in art, architecture, writing, learning and philosophy, as well as for being
the birthplace of democracy, retains its ancient reputation, despite periods of decline that
have repeatedly threatened its survival, occasionally bringing it to the very brink. The history
of Athens, through the two and a half millennia of its existence, oscillating from the peaks of
glory to the depths of'its declines, has left a checkered record of 'its past. Books on Athens are
numerous, especially those dealing with antiquity, as well as those dealing with the modern
era. The history of the intervening centuries of Athens, especially between the eighth and the
nineteenth centuries, is far more opaque. It has left fewer written records, while its shrunken
urban fabric has preserved a far smaller number of buildings, physically miniscule compared
to the grand monuments of antiquity and those of the modern era whose architecture was
often inspired by the city’s glorified ancient heritage. Books on Athens associated with the
Byzantine Empire, the Frankish rule, the occupation of the Catalans and under the Ottoman
Empire, relatively speaking, are very few.

Outstanding among the books on Athens between pagan antiquity and the post-Byzantine
era is the book by Charalambos Bouras, Byzantine Athens, 10th—12th Centuries, first published in
Greek (Athens, 2010), whose updated English edition is presented here. Despite the paucity
of historical accounts, with their frequently questionable assessments of the city they were
describing, but making full use of the results of modern archacology, Charalambos Bouras
has reconstructed a remarkably vivid image of Athens, especially during the centuries of the
Middle Byzantine Empire. Conceptually comparable to the book on Rome, the other great
city of pagan antiquity, written by Richard Krautheimer, under the title Rome: Profile of a City,
312—1308 (Princeton, 1980), Athens emerges from its own ‘dark age’ era —as a shrunken and
depressed medieval city is magisterially presented in a new light, which past critics had cither
failed to recognize, or intentionally denied that such bright moments in its history actually
ever existed between the ‘peaks’ of'its ‘ancient glory’ and its ‘pre-modern’ rebirth.

Bouras’s Athens, much like Krautheimer’s Rome, following a third-century crisis and Con-
stantine the Great’s acceptance of Christianity as a new state religion in 313, was confronted
with considerable pagan resistance in its midst. Additionally battered by ‘barbarian’ invasions
from the third through the fourth century, Athens experienced gradual Christianization in the

fifth and sixth centuries, but underwent its own ‘dark age’ decline during the eighth and ninth
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centuries. This was followed by three centuries of medieval recovery, from the mid-tenth
century to the Frankish occupation in 1204, a period that effectively frames the essence of
Bouras’s Byzantine Athens.

Confronted with a twentieth-century growth and explosion of archacological excavations,
albeit predominantly driven by desire to retrieve as much information as possible about the
ancient city, their results increasingly in the course of time began to take notice of the inter-
vening strata of the city during more than a millennium-long life as a peripheral town of the
Byzantine Empire. Though numerous and carefully recorded, archacological reports predom-
inantly refrained from broader analyses and generally contributed very little to the compre-
hensive understanding of the Byzantine city. Pointing to the synthetic analysis of topography
and architecture of medieval Athens by John Travlos in Chapter 8 of his book, IToieodouuci
é&ééic v AGnvisv (Athens 1960), Bouras singled out Travlos’s contribution as the first of its
kind, outlining foundations for the understanding of previously unknown Middle Byzantine
Athens.

Bouras’s book, published fifty years later, is a result of carefully gathered and researched
material, primarily based on extensive archacological excavations induced by a variety of
factors affecting the growth of the modern city. Among these stand out excavations for the
Metro construction, that yielded especially valuable insights into the history of the city from
its origins to the present. Other invaluable archacological information was produced by large-
scale excavations in areas, such as those within the ancient Agora, providing insights of spe-
cial importance for the understanding of the city in antiquity, but also in areas where urban
changes over time retained specific significant links to the main roads and streets over long
periods of time. Important elements of continuity of urban fabric through centuries, in other
respects, reveal discontinuities brought about by different patterns of urban life revealing the
making of Middle Byzantine Athens.

In addition to the enduring matrix of the principal roads, features such as the city walls with
strategically placed strong city gates defined aspects of the city in differing terms over time.
Parts of the three lines of city walls have been partially preserved and recorded. The longest
and the oldest of these — the so-called Themistoklean Wall — may have survived (in part at
least) possibly until the Latin conquest of the city in 1204, but its practical use may have been
minimal from it origins on account of its length that could not be effectively manned. Much
shorter in length was the hastily constructed Late Roman, so-called ‘Post-Herulian wall’, built
shortly after the devastating Herulian raid of A.D. 267, that fortified the area known as Plaka,
on the north side below the Acropolis of Athens. Subsequently, it was extended by another
stretch, along the southern flank below the Acropolis, known as Rizokastro.

The shortest, but by far the strongest, fortified section of the city walls enveloped the majes-
tic Acropolis, rising atop a huge rocky formation that dominated the city in antiquity, as it
still does today. The Acropolis is renowned predominantly on account of the Temple of Athena
Parthenos, one of the most famous architectural monuments in the world, which was neither
the sole reason for its origin, nor for its various other functions throughout its history. It goes
without saying that the Parthenon shared the fate of the city of Athens throughout its history,
as the eternal symbol of its glory and tragedy. From its origins tied to the city, the Acropolis,

as was the case in many similar ancient cities, was intended to provide a secure shelter for the
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city inhabitants in times of crises. The Athenian Acropolis, on the other hand, being located
in the very heart of the ancient settlement, was also the most important center of the city’s
religious life, focused on the temple dedicated to its chief protectress — the goddess Athena
Parthenos. Throughout its long history, the Acropolis witnessed scores of different responses
in blending military, religious, and secular functions. Severely damaged at different moments
of its history by fires, explosions, plundering and physical defacement, during the last century
and a half the Acropolis has become a historical monument par excellence, undergoing a series
of restoration undertakings whose conceptual aim has essentially been its return to its original
state, substantially from the fifth century B.C.The very process of this general goal has yielded
many mistakes in judgment, in technical matters and so forth, but, especially during the last
decades of the twentieth century until the present, it has become one of the most impressive
achievements in the history of architectural restoration that, in its own right, constitutes a
major historical landmark.

At the helm of this project, from its beginning in 1975, stood the author of the present book,
Charalambos Bouras, Professor Emeritus of the National Technical University of Athens, an
architectural historian of major international distinction, whose knowledge and experience
span fields from Ancient, Byzantine, Western Medieval, Renaissance, to the Modern. These
are amply reflected in his teaching record at the university and in his published works that
blend a profound understanding of disciplines, from history, archacology, architecture, topog-
raphy, urban planning and sculpture — above all through his books — Bolavriva arawpofélaa e
vevpawaeig (Athens 1965), H dvaoujlwoig tijc otodc tijc Bpavpdvos (Athens 1967), Néa Movi
Xiov. Totopia xai épyitextoviii (Athens 1985), (with Laskarina Boura) EAladuci vaodouia kozd
w6v 120 aidva (Athens 2002), and Byzantine and Post-Byzantine Architecture in Greece (Athens
2006). Undoubtedly, outstanding among his published books is Byzantine Athens, 10th—12th
Centuries, his latest achievement, in which his knowledge of different fields of architectural
history and his mastery of the related disciplines fully come to the fore in making medieval
Athens accessible to its readers. Its superb English translation, by Elizabeth Key Fowden,
brings the subject matter ever more closely to a broad audience deserving of this revelation of
Athens’s hitherto unknown past. With it, a comprehensive general history of the great city of
Athens, along with its ‘dark-age lacuna’, genuinely becomes a major new desideratum.

Slobodan Cur¢ié

Princeton University, Professor Emeritus
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INTRODUCTION

Previous research and scholarship

Very little remains of Middle Byzantine Athens compared to what has survived from the
ancient city. We have, on the one hand, material remains amounting to a modest number of
churches as well as the sad relics of buildings brought to light through excavation and, on the
other hand, written sources which are unclear, few in number and have to be extracted from
a variety of contemporary or later texts. Despite the fact that life continued in Athens over
the course of millennia, we are not in a position to recapture an important period in the city’s
history as a living organism' on account of centuries of serious decline or radical changes, but
also because we lack archival sources, the result of the political and administrative discontinu-
ity the country has undergone since 1204.

Inevitably, comparison of medieval Athens with the glorious city of antiquity has always
been, and continues to be, diminishing to the former. However, comparison with other pro-
vincial Middle Byzantine cities in the empire shows Athens to have been an important center
with a literally impregnable fortress, relatively large population, metropolitan see, pan-Hel-
lenic pilgrimage site and prestige that did not go unappreciated by educated people of that
day. The state of our knowledge and understanding today make it possible for us to appreciate
the existence over time of landscapes and ancient monuments, both around and inside the
medieval city, that were preserved in a much better condition in the Middle Byzantine period
than today. Furthermore, the great transformation and destruction of what Byzantine monu-
ments had survived, as well as the natural environment, took place after the Greek War of
Independence and the creation of the new Greek state — in other words, in a recent and quite
well-known period.

Studies of Christian Athens, especially those focused on the urban plan and monuments of
the tenth, eleventh and twelfth centuries, are numerous. These studies have largely taken the
form of articles; they are usually incomplete, some are not up to date, and quite commonly
they fail to engage with other studies. Few are synthetic in nature, and those that are concern
themselves more with the city’s history and less with its topography and architecture.

1 In contrast to medieval Rome, see R. Krautheimer, Rome: Profile of a City, 312—1308 (Princeton 1980) preface XV—XVI.
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The information provided by the written sources is either limited or very well known, and
has been used in previous studies. By contrast, the archacological evidence, even though it is
constantly growing, has not been adequately exploited by scholars. Moreover, studies using
this evidence are primarily descriptive and do not address architectural issues.

The most important synthetic work on the topography and architecture of medieval
Athens is still a chapter in a book published by John Travlos in 1960 about the develop-
ment of the Athenian urban plan.” While more recent studies’ on the same subject may
be well-informed, they tend to be overviews in article form that make minimal and only
selective use of newer, more specialized publications. Only a very few Athenian churches
have been satisfactorily published. The architecture of most of these has become known
through the Index of the Medieval Monuments of Greece (Evpetipiov tév Megaiwvikv Mviugicov
tijc ElAGdog)* (1929, 1933). The significant progress represented by the publications of the
American School is focused on Athenian monuments from antiquity and only a few from the
medieval period. The same has been true of the hundreds of so-called ‘rescue’ excavations
that have been carried out in the city from 1960 onwards and published in the Chronika of
the Archaiologikon Deltion. Unfortunately, these publications typically present only general
information and do not offer architectural interpretations of the finds.®> Much new infor-
mation has come to light thanks to the publication of catalogues of permanent museum
collections and temporary exhibitions, or albums with photographs from archives found
primarily outside Greece.

The state of research and publication led me to conclude that a new study of the medieval
city of Athens would be an original and at the same time useful contribution. What is needed
is a synthetic work that assembles not only the unexploited primary material, but also older
evidence reconsidered and evaluated on the basis of more recent findings with an eye to Byz-
antine architecture and urban planning. Furthermore, this new study should draw the neces-
sary correlations and attempt a historical interpretation of the monuments using both older
and more recent historical studies.

The chronological boundaries of the present study embrace the three centuries of medieval
Byzantine prosperity from approximately the mid-tenth century to the Frankish occupation
in 1204. In the case of certain monuments, reference will be made to earlier building phases,
primarily after iconoclasm. The outermost topographical boundaries have been extended
somewhat in order to include comment on three important monasteries, of Kaisariani, Hagios
Georgios known as the Omorti Ekklesia at Galatsi, and the Monastery of Hagios loannes
Kynegos of the Philosophers on Mt Hymettus.

2 Travlos, IToAeodouixn, 149-162.

3 Bouras, City; Ch. Bouras, Middle Byzantine Athens, GLAS CCCXC de I'Académie Serbe (Belgrade 2001) 103—113; Kazanaki,
AOnva,; Kazanaki, Athens; Biris, A07jvai; Chatzidakis, A0iva; Koder and Hild, Hellas, 127, 128.

4 Xyngopoulos, Mvyueio. AOnvédv; Orlandos, Mvyueio. AOnvv-Artixifg.

5 Aswell as the lack of drawings to scale in most of the publications. For the destruction of the Byzantine layers before appropri-
ate study was carried out, see A. Kazhdan and A.W. Epstein, Change in Byzantine Culture in the 11th and 12th Centuries (Berkeley
1985) 34.
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The written sources

The written sources for medieval Athens, as for other contemporary cities in Greece, are
very few. The information they contain regarding the city’s topography and architecture is
even more exiguous and, in the main, indirect. Consequently, the written sources contrib-
ute more towards our understanding of the city’s ecclesiastical, economic and social history
and only indirectly its built environment. Some sources dating from the Frankish period
after 1204, and even some from the Ottoman period, are of interest when they refer to
past affairs.

Inscriptions and graffiti that have survived to our day contain useful information, mainly
about the dating of certain monuments and their founders. They also preserve information
about the city’s history that may be of indirect use. Without exception they have all been
transcribed and commented upon in earlier publications. Coins and associated portable finds
are useful for the dating of buildings discovered through excavation, although investigation of
these objects does not fall within the scope of the present study.

Discussion of the above evidence can be found at the relevant places in this study, both in
the course of my investigation of particular monuments and in my historical commentary on
and interpretation of the built environment of that time. Here, as a start, I present what can
be understood as a synthetic catalogue of these monuments and their environs.

The richest source of information for medieval Athens is to be found in the writings of
Metropolitan Michael Choniates® that include orations, letters, treatises, addresses and verse.
These have been repeatedly published” and commented upon and have provided the basic
documentation for all modern studies® of the condition of Athens, as well as southern Greece,
at the end of the twelfth century. Choniates’s generalizations, his negative view of provincial
life and his endless complaints give a quite different impression from the picture of economic
prosperity in Greece’ that can be derived from other sources in the period just before the
arrival of the Franks. This situation raises doubts over Choniates’s credibility. The History writ-
ten by his brother Niketas also provides some information about the city’s fate in the same
period.

A fragmcnt of a Praktikon'

recording properties in the Athens area, and preserved
by chance, contains very interesting data about the topography of Attica before 1204,
including toponyms, physical boundaries, names of residents, economic data and other

information indirectly related to the city. Several names of Athenians are attested in

[e2}

See ODB 1, 427428 s.v. Choniates, Michael (A. Kazhdan and A. Cutler); Michael Choniates was metropolitan of Athens dur-
ing the period 1182—1204 and kept the title till his death, in 1222.

7 Lambros, Xeovidtne; F. Kolovou, Miyyank Xovidng, Zoufoln oty ueAétn tob fiov tov kai 1o Epyov tov. T6 Corpus
1@V EmoTol@®v (Athens 1999); V. G. Vasilievskij, Epirotica, VizantyiskiVremennik 3 (1896) 254; G. Stadtmiiller, Michael Cho-
niates and Metropolit von Athen, Orientalia Christiana 33—2 (1934) 127-325; K. M. Setton, A note on Michael Choniates,
Speculum 21 (1946) 234-236; G. Dendrinos, T6 "Ymouvnotikov tod Mo Xwvidtn, Bolavevos Abuog 5-6 (1992)
189; C. Livanos, Michael Choniates, poct of love and knowledge, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 30 (2006) 103—114.
Lambros, A0ijvai; Herrin, Organisation; eadem, Realities; eadem, Collapse.

Herrin, Organisation, 136, 137.

10 Granstrem et al., Praktikon; Kaldellis (2009) 116-118.
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another similar document, the Ktematologion (land register) of Thebes.'" Information
about monuments still preserved in the Middle Byzantine period can also be discov-
ered in sources from the Late Antiquity.'” For example, a codex from the Monastery of
St Catherine on Mount Sinai that was published by Papadopoulos-Kerameus'® contains
addresses and letters referring to the known hierarchs in Athens and, indirectly, to the
Christian Parthenon. The Life of Hosios Loukas'* also contains indirect information about
Athens and mainland Greece more generally in the tenth century. We find scattered
information about Athens during the three subsequent centuries in Skylitzes’s Chronicle'”
and in the letters of loannes Apokaukos.'® Venetian sources,'” as well as an acta of Pope
Innocent III,"* preserve occasional information about subjects relating to Athens imme-
diately after 1204. Sources concerned with the metropolis of Athens, its metropolitans
and other church officials in the Middle Byzantine period have also been published and
commented upon. '’ These sources will be discussed below as part of the investigation of
the condition of the Church in Athens.

The Middle Byzantine inscriptions preserved in Athens are either incorporated into
particular architectural monuments (Hagioi Theodoroi, Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas, Hagia
Aikaterine, Hagios Toannes Mangoutes, the katholikon of the monastery of the Hagios
loannes Kynegos of the Philosophers), or they are isolated inscriptions derived from
monuments that were destroyed (the church of the Hagioi Anargyroi, Sts Kosmas and
Damianos) in Halandri and tou Stavrou (of the Cross) at Aigaleo, the tower of Metro-
politan Leo, an architrave from the Acropolis, or even funerary monuments that refer to
ano longer extant monastery (of the Megale Panagia and the Hagia Triada). The graffiti
come from buildings that are still standing and are often difficult to read and transcribe,
but have proven to be of critical importance for the dating of certain buildings or historic
events (the Parthenon, Propylaia, Hephaisteion, Soteira Lykodemou, Hagios Asomatos

sta Skalia).

11 N. Svoronos, Cadastre.

12 K. Karapli, H Abnva kai oi PopPapicég Eémdpouéc, in Apyitextovikn xai molgodouio amod v Apyoidtnra éwg
onjuepo. 'H mepinrwon tijc AOnvag (Athens 1977).

13 A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, AOnvaikd gk tod IB” kol II'” aidvog, Apuovia 8 (1902) 209-224, 273-293.

14 D. Sophianos, ‘Oato¢ Aovkac (Ayiohoyikn BipAoOin I) (Athens 1989).

15 loannis Skylitzes, Synopsis Historiarum, I. Thurn (ed.), Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantine 5 (Berlin and New York 1973) 364.

16 G.Vasilievski, S. Petrides, Jean Apokaukos, lettres et autres documents inedits, in Izvestija Russkago Archeologiceskogo Instituta v.
Konstantinopole XIV 23 (1909) 69-100.

17 G.L.E Tafel and G. Thomas, Urkunden zur Iteren Handels- und Staatsgeschichte der RepublikVenedig (Wien 1856) 1 265, 488, 493.

18 Acta Innocentii P.P. [l Th. Haluscynkyi (ed.), Pontif. Comm ad redij, Fontes III 2 (Citta del Vaticano 1944) 357-362; A. Som-
merlechner and R. Murauer (eds.), Die Register Innocenz 111, 10 (Wien 2007).

19 J.D. Mansi, Sacrorum Consiliorum nova et amplissima collectio (Graz 1962) XVI 191 et passim, XVII, A’ 373; ]. Darrouzes, Obit
de deux metropolites d’Athenes, Leon Xeros et Georges Bourges, REB 20 (1962) 190-196; idem, Notes sur Eupthyme
Tornikes, Euthyme Malakes et George Tornikes, REB 23 (1905) 148—167; G. Parthey, Nili Doxapatri Notitia patriarchatuum
et locorum nomina immulata (Berlin 1866) 265-308; Herrin, Organisation, 131 ff. (codex of Athens 1371); H. Gelzer, Unge-
druckte und ungenugend veryffentliche, Text der Notitiae Episcopatum, cin Beitrag zur byzantinischen kirchen (Miinchen 1901)
480-490.
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In later texts, especially the accounts of travelers starting with al-Idrisi*” in the twelfth
century, there is scattered information about the city of Athens and its monuments that later
increases in volume as Europeans become interested in classical antiquity. References to Byz-
antine monuments are rare, but what interests us is information these sources provide about
the state of preservation of ancient buildings that are lost today but were certainly still stand-
ing in the medieval period. In various Byzantine texts we find indirect reference to the cult of
the Theotokos and pilgrimage to the Parthenon, transformed into a church dedicated to her

and to which we have devoted a special section.

The physical environment of Athens

It is not necessary to describe the physical environment of medieval Athens, since very
little had changed from ancient times until the 1840s when the inhabitants began to
open new roads, erect large buildings in the city and scar the surrounding hillsides with
quarries.

The Acropolis, the Arcopagus, Mt Lykabettos, Mt Ardettos, the Agrai (the rising ground
across the Ilissos River), and the hills of the Muses (Philopappos), the Nymphs (the Observa-
tory) and the Kolonos Agoraios (the so-called Theseion) formed the city’s immediate natural
surroundings. The eastern boundary was the small valley through which the Tlissos flowed until
it met the Kifissos a considerable distance downstream and to the southwest. It is unknown
whether these two rivers had water year round in the medieval period. A tributary to the Ilis-
sos was the Kallirrhoe spring”' near the Temple of Olympian Zeus (the Olympieion), while
in the vicinity of the ancient Lyceum arose the Eridanos® or, rather, in it converged waters
arising from the foothills of Mt Lykabettos.”* Already from antiquity, the section of the Erida-
nos located at the northern edge of the Athenian Agora was artificially covered and certainly
continued to function® in the Middle Byzantine period. It passed through the small valley of
the Kerameikos, along the ruins(?) of the Sacred Gate” and debouched into the Ilissos to the
southwest of the city.

In the limestone rock of the western hills, the Arecopagus and the Acropolis, there were
caves. In some of these there were also springs (such as in the Klepsydra cave on the north
slope, or the Asklepieion cave), while in others chapels had been built (such as that dedicated
to Hagios Ioannes Chrysostomos in the cave of Pan and to Hagia Marina on the hill of the
Nymphs). Although the Praktikon refers to many cultivated fields within the walls and even

a ‘forest’” near the Kerameikos gate, we should probably envision the natural setting of the

20 A. Jaubert, Géographie d’ Edrisi (Paris 1846) 295; Lambros, A@ijvai, 54-55.

21 Travlos, Dictionary, 204, 205.

22 Travlos, Dictionary, 201 (bibliography); Shear (1997) 514-521.The water sources in the region of the Lyceum are mentioned
by Strabo (ibid., 515 n. 41).

23 Shear (1997) 515.

24 Tbid., n. 47.

25 Travlos, Dictionary, 303, fig. 391.
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medieval city as quite bare, not unlike it was depicted by Stademann’® after the Greek War of
Independence.

Michael Choniates, who knew the ancient Greek sources, did not expect the uneducated
Athenians of his day to preserve ancient names.”” He himself, however, recognized besides the
Acropolis, the names of Piracus,” ‘honey-colored” Hymettos,” Areios Pagos,” Kallirrhoe,*
Lykeion32 and other ‘immovable works of nature’.*

We possess no information about the routes of access into Middle Byzantine Athens. Clearly
the roads from the Peloponnese and the area around Thebes ended up in the vicinity of Eleusis,
whence travelers entered the Athens basin along the Sacred Way, which traversed the valley
north of Mt Aigaleo where the Daphni monastery was located.** However, the main lines of
communication were by sea, for the transport of both goods and people. The Praktikon men-
tions the “yopiov (village or site) Piracus’, but nothing about the large natural harbor that was
apparently not considered worthy of mention among the period’s centers of production. **
Michael Choniates assures us that the wider region ‘. . . did not lack good bays, on both sides
of the Peloponnesian Isthmus and of the Euripus. . ".** Indeed, from the Life of Hosios Loukas
we learn that journeys to and from Italy were made via the Gulf of Corinth and through the
isthmus in the direction of the Aegean’” and Piracus, where an official called an ‘Athenarchos’
inspected those traveling to the capital.” It must be remembered that the small craft of those
days did not venture far from the shore* so that those coming from Constantinople and Thes-
salonica would pass through the Euripos strait and coast along the castern shores of Attica in
order to reach Corinth or Monemvasia.”” Choniates himself describes his travels by sea to
Chalcis, Eretria, Aulis and Kea.*!

26 F. Stademann, Panorama von Athen (Miinchen 1841).

27 Lambros, Xovidtng, B, 44.

28 1Ibid., A’, 98,316, B, 451.

29 1Ibid., B’, 13, 14. From the top of Hymettus he was able to see and recognize coastal areas and islands, B’, 14.

30 Ibid., A’,316,B’,451.

31 Ibid., B’, 44.

32 Ibid., B’, 451.

33 Ibid., A’, 316.

34 The monastery, occupying a strategically critical site at the entrance to the plain of Athens, was strongly fortified, see Ch.
Bouras, The Daphni Monastic Complex Reconsidered, in 1. Sevéenko and I. Hutter (eds.), Aetdg, Studies in Honour of Cyril
Mango (Stuttgart 1998) 10, 11; Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 30.

35 H. Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer (Paris 1966) 168. Piracus was an intermediate port between Thessalonica and the West. See
also p. 225.

36 Lambros, Xovidng, B, 148, 155, 605.

37 D. Sophianos, O fiog 100 Oaiov Aovka tobd Lteipicdty (Athens 1989) 66, 136.

38 1Ibid., 80, 81. The same route was followed by Benjamin of Tudela, traveling from Corinth to Thebes. See M.N. Adler, The
Itinerary quenjamin quude]a: Critical Text, Translation and Commentar}' (London 1907) 9-10.

39 This does not mean that long sea communications, as between Athens and Alexandria, were excluded; see A. Avramea, Land
and sea communications, 4th—15th centuries, in Laiou, Economic History I, 80.

40 Lambros, Xowvidtng, B’, 137.

41 Ibid., B’, 362, 656.
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General overview of the urban plan of medieval Athens

At the risk of seeming to get the cart before the horse, it is necessary to set out a general
overview of the form and nature of the medieval city even before the primary evidence is con-
sidered. As we stated carlier in the introduction, a well-rounded understanding of our subject
is hindered by the serious gaps in our knowledge with regard to the demographic conditions
as well as the structure of provincial society and many of the important institutions in our
period. Consequently, the role of the archacological record is that much greater, despite the
various reasons*’ for caution® that are valid for Athens as elsewhere.

In our overall picture of Athens in the Middle Byzantine period, as in the later years of
foreign rule, the Acropolis fortress dominated the city. The part of the city that was fortified
in Late Antiquity was extended slightly to the north and south, and in this new zone, across
a relatively extensive area, the new Middle Byzantine residential neighborhoods spread out,
but always within confines of the ancient city. Monasteries and isolated churches were built in
this general area where the outer Roman fortification circuit seems to have served more as a
boundary marker than a defensive wall.

The factors influencing urban development in medieval Athens, which will be examined

indirectly™ in what follows, can be briefly described as:

The geomorphology, physical environment and natural resources.
The existing remains of the ancient and Late Antique city.
The economy, relation to the hinterland and secondary production and, finally, the

urban plan.

On the basis of the archacological finds, we can be certain that Athens underwent significant
change during the period under investigation, with the spread of settlement into areas that
had remained uninhabited from the seventh to approximately the second half of the tenth
century. The city expanded beyond the Post-Herulian wall in all directions. There is no evi-
dence that the expansion was based on a merging with a preexistent secondary residential
core, or that there were certain limits inside the Valerianic wall. The density of the urban tis-
sue in these new neighborhoods, especially in the Agora, is not what we would expect. It is
clear not only that Athens lost its monumental character as a result of the Herulian invasion,
but also that the urban landscape which developed in the course of the city’s last period of
prosperity in the fifth and sixth centuries proved transitory.” The archaeological remains

also bear witness to the fact that, in the period under review, the city came to resemble

42 . Russel, Transformations of Early Byzantine Urban Life. The Contribution and the Limitations of Archaeological Evidence,
in Major Papers, 17th Intern. Byzantine Congress (Washington and New York 1986) 138, 139, 150.

43 Ibid. The number of full and complete excavations is small, only sections of cities have been excavated and the stratigraphy is
incomplete. The danger exists that a misguided archacological interpretation will be taken as a verity and be endlessly recycled.

44 In the following chapters in various places and under different titles.

4

[

Namely, the great and luxurious residences on the Areopagus hill, the south slope of the Acropolis and in the Agora (the Palace
of the Giants). See Frantz, Late Antiquity, 37-48, 95-110.
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many densely built residential units interspersed with open spaces (such as the Tzykanis-
terion, or polo field) and cultivated tracts,* despite not having walls to limit them. The
survival from antiquity of many roads created as the result of an earlier period of dynamic
growth also lent the medieval urban fabric an irregular plan. Finally, the same archacologi-
cal finds show that the houses were small in size and cheaply constructed (recycling building
materials and putting to new use ancient walls, pavements, wells etc.). The constructions
remind us of what Theodoros II Laskaris would say a little later about Pergamon, another
ancient city that had seen better days.*’

Within the urban landscape of Athens during the period under discussion, the main point
of reference was, of course, the looming presence of the Parthenon and its importance as a
church. But we do not know the exact character of the citadel’s circuit wall, with its tower
(or towers) and its supplementary fortifications, mainly at its western end. The churches,
and especially their domes, were visible from afar on account of the small dimensions of the
surrounding houses and the rise of the land. They did not occupy critical positions in the city
such as hilltops or other natural elevations, but were woven into the urban fabric and, in the
case of monasteries, surrounded by enclosure walls. It is not known how the Post-Herulian
wall was incorporated into the urban fabric at this time or how much of its original height
was preserved.

The difficulty of investigating the part of the city enclosed by the Post-Herulian wall and the
fact that some areas were left undeveloped because of the sharp incline of the terrain,” com-
bined with the scattered character of the built-up areas outside the walls, have all obstructed
attempts to calculate the inhabited surface area. But even if we knew the total area, it would
in no way enable us to calculate the number of inhabitants, as has often been noted.*

Our ignorance of the number of inhabitants in medieval Athens is indeed the great gap
in our knowledge. It remains unknown why in the eleventh and twelfth centuries there was
a great expansion of housing and, at the end of the same period, a gradual abandonment of
the city, as witnessed by Michael Choniates.*’ Neither do we know whether the few Athenian
aristocratic families, and in general the ruling class, who here as elsewhere in Byzantium pre-
ferred city life, were confined to particular neighborhoods.”" It is nearly certain that there was

no Jewish quarter, since there is no evidence for the existence of Jews in Athens,*” which was

46 Granstrem et al., Praktikon.

47 Theodorus Ducas Laskaris, Epistulae, N. Festa ed. (Firenze 1898) no. 32, 107 ff.

48 Mainly on the east and the north slopes of the Acropolis.

49 T. Gregory, Fortification and urban design in Early Byzantine Greece, in R. Hohfelder (ed.), City, Town and Countryside in Early
Byzantine Era (New York 1982) 50; Mango, Bvlavtio, 79. According to W. Treadgold, 4 History of Byzantine State and Society
(Stanford 1997) 702, Athens had between ten and thirty thousand residents. According to H. Hunger, Athen in Byzanz, Traum
und Realitit, JOB 40 (1990) 52, Athens’ one hundred churches testify that the city had more than 3,000 Christian inhabitants.

50 Lambros, Xmvidtng, A’, 307, B, 511.

51 The archaeological finds do not reveal physical evidence for the nobility (Kazanaki, A@Mva., 213), landowners and state
officials of Athens. In fact, the name ‘kastrinoi’ (people of the ‘kastro’, or citadel) was commonly applied in later times in
the Aegean to members of the old noble families, but in the case of Athens we find it used in one rather murky reference by
Choniates (Lambros, Xoovidtng, A’, 311, B’, 518-19), to solidiers. See also Loungis, 'E&EMEN, Lounges, Exelixe, 47, 51.

52 Gregorovius, Geschichte, 269. See also Frantz, Late Antiquity, 59 nn. 17, and 18.
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not, in any case, among the places visited by Benjamin of Tudela.”’ Neither can the presence of
foreign merchants be verified** despite the fact that Athens was among the cities where Venice
enjoyed trading privileges.

It is unclear when Athens was capital of the theme and seat of the strategos of Hellas.>® It
certainly was not at the end of the twelfth century.”® In any case, there is no evidence in Ath-
ens for buildings related to a strategos such as a praetorium, prison, customs office or other
administrative buildings. It is very likely that transfer of the administrative center from the city
to the Acropolis had already been made in the Dark Ages, while the buildings related to the
self-government of city-states had long since ceased to exist. The establishment of officials on
the Acropolis can be confirmed at the end of our period by the residence of the metropolitan
in the Propylaia®” once they had relegated to him many administrative responsibilities, as we
shall see below.

From neither the written sources nor the archaeological remains does it emerge that Ath-
ens had a “Mesi’, in other words, a central street lined on both sides with venues for a range of
commercial activities, and off which one gained access to some important place of worship,
as in Thessalonica® or Serres.*” Such a street might have been the one that crossed the Library
of Hadrian from west to cast, alongside the Megale Panagia, but this is simply conjecture.
Moreover, we do not know whether a processional way (opsikion) had been established in
connection with the pilgrimage to the Virgin in the Parthenon. It is possible that such a road
coincided with the last section of the Panathenaic Way before it reached the Acropolis and that
had remained in use from antiquity. Rows of shops or workshops have been found in other
parts of the medieval city.

In any case, the absence of urban planning is confirmed not only by the cramped and disor-
derly state of construction, but also by the coexistence of residential buildings with polluting
industrial establishments, as well as burials, despite the general ordinances that had long since
been laid down. But, generally speaking, the absence of planning was widespread among

provincial cities in the Middle and Late Byzantine periods.60 In the older correct topographic

53 M.N.Adler, The Itinerary of Benjamin of Tudela, op. cit., 9-10. Benjamin passed from Otranto to Corfu and thence via Arta and
Naupaktos to Corinth and Thebes.

54 A. Harvey, Economic Expansion in the Byzantine Empire (Cambridge 1989) 218; F. Thirriet, La RomanieVenitienne (London 1977)
39.

55 A. Orlandos, Une inscription Byzantine inédite du Parthénon, BCH 70 (1946) 418-427. A graffito of the year 848 testifies
that the seat of the strategos was at Athens. See also Zakythinos, Bolavaviy EAAdg, 55.

56 Lambros, Xovidtig, passim.

57 The view that Choniates’s residence was in the Propylaia is widely accepted (Bouras, City, 646 n. 291), but it is based only on
avague phrase in one of his letters: 1) T& Akpomolig adtn &p’fg &y VOV kaduevog adtiv Sokd matelv T fixpay 100
oVpavod (‘And this Acropolis on which I am now residing, I consider that it touches the very summit of heaven’), Lambros,
Xovidzng, B, 12; Kaldellis (2009) 149.

58 O.Tafrali, Topographie de Thessalonique (Paris 1913) 142,143 n. 3, 4.

59 A. Xyngopoulos, "Epevvar eig ¢ Bu{avtive Mviueia tév Zeppd>v (Thessaloniki 1965) 2, fig. 1.

60 Bouras, [ToAgodopiké; H. Buchwald, Byzantine town planning: Does it exist?, in M. Griinbart, E. Kislinger, A. Muthesius
and D. Stathakopoulos (eds.), Material Culture and Well-Being in Byzantium (400—1453). Proceedings of the Intenational Conference
(Cambridge 8—10 September 2001) (Wien 2007) 57—74.



INTRODUCTION

Figure I Athens, A.D. 267 to 1204 (J. Travlos).

drawing of the city by Fauvel,* one cannot discern even the outline of the Post-Herulian wall
in the fabric of the late eighteenth-century city. It is well known that Ottoman ideas about the
economic activities of cities, as well as the important demographic upward turn experienced
in Athens during the first centuries of Ottoman rule, triggered great changes in the general
shape of the city.

The belief that parish churches®” were the nuclei of neighborhoods cannot be verified in the
case of Athens, given that we do not know, on the one hand, which churches were katholika
of monasteries®’ and, on the other, what was the function of the small chapels woven into the
dense residential tissue and of which paltry remains have been discovered through excavation.
More shall be said about this topic below.

61 L. Beschi and I. Travlos, La casa di L.S. Fauvel, primo museo Atheniese, ArchEph 140 (2001) 76, fig. 3; A.G. Olivier, Voyage
dans I’Empire Ottoman, I’Egypte et la Perse (Paris 1807). None of the later published maps of Athens collected by H. Omont
(Omont, Athénes, pl. XXII ff.) offer information useful to our research.

62 M. Angold, The shaping of the Medieval Byzantine City, Byz. Forsch. 10 (1985) 17; Travlos, A0fjvai, 738. For the changes
in the city during the Ottoman occupation, see M. Kiel, Central Greece in the Suleymanic age, Bolovtivog Aduog 13
(2002-2003) 77 n. 17; D. Karydis, [ToAgodoutid t&v AOnvdv kai tijs Tovprorpatiog (Athens 1980) 277-291.

63 In any case, most of the Byzantine churches of Athens were within the limits of the Roman Wall. See map no. XIl'in J. Travlos,
Athénes au fil du temps (Paris 1972).
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THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT
AND THE MONUMENTS

The fortifications of Middle Byzantine Athens

In the study of the urban development of Athens from the tenth century until the Frankish
period, the city’s defensive works are bound to play a central role. Many questions arise:
which of the fortifications were preserved from antiquity, what defensive purpose did they
originally serve, how did they relate to the fabric of the medieval city, and were they rein-
forced with new defensive works in our period?

The difficulties we confront in answering these questions are due to the almost complete
lack of external information and the fact that the relevant archacological finds are poor in
quality, hard to date, and published only in brief. Lack of precision in the terminology used to
describe the finds only compounds the difficulties.

The ancient wall — both the Themistoklean course and subsequent Hellenistic and Roman
interventions — has been carefully explored and studied from the time of Cyriac of Ancona to
the present day, and serious effort has been made to relate the interpretation of its remains
to the topography of Athens on the basis of the written sources. Other areas that have been
investigated are the positions of the ancient gates and related roads, some of which were
preserved until the medieval period. Unfortunately, however, after successive destruction
and rebuilding, additions and repairs, the remains of the ancient defenses survive at such a
low level, usually only the foundations, that the original form assumed by the upper courses
is more or less unknown today. Consequently, the view espoused by Travlos' that the ancient
wall” surrounded the Middle Byzantine city until 1204 (Fig. 1) does not mean, given the city’s
considerable extent,’ that the wall protected the city, as is implied by both him and others.*

There are uncertainties about the latest Roman walls. The impossibility of dating the foun-
dations firmly, the piecemeal character of most of the excavations, the lack of inscriptions

and above all the fact that building materials were reused during the various reconstruction

1 Travlos, [ToJgodouiki, 149.

2 Itisnot clear whetherTravlos had in mind the elongation of the wall around the Hadrianic extension of the city, which remains
problematic.

3 And the impossibility of manning the walls under threat.

4 K.M. Setton, The archacology of medieval Athens, in Essays presented in honour of Austin Patterson Evans (New York 1955) 235 and
J. Travlos, op. cit., 161; Travlos, Dictionary, 162; E. P. Blegen, New Items from Athens, 4J4 50 (1946) 373.
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and restoration works on the defenses have
produced a certain confusion found in older
publications® and in some more recent
ones t00.® After centuries of peace, what is
thought to have been the first of these late
walls of Athens was constructed, accord-
ing to Zosimus,” by order of the Emperor
Valerian,® between A.D. 253 and 260. It is
thought to have followed the course of the

ancient Greek wall, but excavations have
shown that this was not always the case,” as,

Figure 2 Acropolis. Beulé Gate. View from the west.

for example, at a section of the wall south of
the Acropolis'® on the Pnyx hill'' where the Roman wall was supported against the back wall
of the ancient stoa and two new towers and a gate were built further down, by the church of
Hagios Demetrios Loumbardiaris.'” Our knowledge of the Roman walls is especially uncer-
tain on the east side near the Ilissos'* where the course of the ancient walls remains unknown.
Subsequent to Travlos’s 1960 publication of his Urban Development of Athens (there is no English
translation, and it will be known henceforth as Poleodomike), there have been general consider-
ations of the Roman-Valerianic wall again by Travlos'* and by Alison Frantz," while other sections
of the wall came to light later in the National Garden'® and in trenches in one of Athens’s main
arteries, Vasilissis Sofias Avenue,'” and elsewhere.'® As for the well-known Beulé Gate (Fig, 2)
of the Acropolis, which incorporated architectural members from the choregic monument of
Nikias, it is debated" whether it belonged to the Valerianic fortification or to the next phase.

(%]

See G. Guidi, Il muro Valeriano a. S. Demetrio Katiphori e la questione del Diogeneion, ASAtene 45 (1921-22) 33-54,
where the Post-Herulian wall is considered as part of the Valerianic. See also G. Sotiriou, T6 Tovotvidvelov t€ixog TV
HECAOVIK®YV AONVAV, [Tavnyopiog touog éni tij éretnpion tijs Pilapeiov Xyolijc (Athens 1920) 3-13, where the

same wall is dated to the Justinianic period.

N

After its destruction by Sulla in 86 B.C. For some vague information about repairs of the ancient walls in 48 B.C., see Frantz,
Late Antiquity, 1.

Ibid., 1 n. 1 and 3.

Other scholars attribute the building of the wall to the emperors Aurelian and Probus. See Thompson, Twilight, 65.
According to D. Armstrong, Gallienus in Athens, Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie und Epigraphik 70 (1987) 235-238, the attribution
should perhaps be to Gallienus; Koder and Hild, Hellas, 128.

Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) B* 12.

10 Threpsiadis, Avackagoi voting Tiig AKpomOAews, Prake 105 (1950) 67-68 (excavations on Veikou and Tsami Karatassou
Streets). See inset plate, p. 72.

o

o

11 Thompson and Scranton (1943) 372—376. It is not clear whether the Roman wall mentioned here is the Valerianic.

12 Op. cit., 369, fig. 63.

13 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62), op. cit.

14 Travlos, Dictionary, 161, 163.

15 A. Frantz, op. cit., 11, 15, 51, 58, 83, 126.

16 E. Hatzipouliou, ArchDelt 42 (1987) B’ 15; E. Lygouri-Tolia, ArchDelt 51 (1996) B’ 44—45.

17 T. Kokkoliou, ArchDelt 52 (1997) B’ 47, 49; O. Zachariadou, ArchDelt 53 (1998) B’ 53.

18 L. Parlama, ArchDelt 45 (1990) B’ 36 (in the plot on 18 Erechtheiou Street); B. Philippaki, ArchDelt 21 (1966) B’ 65, 68
(on losif Rogon Street).

19 Travlos, Dictionary, 161, 483, fig. 91, no 131. Travlos adopted the idea of M. Beulé (I’ Acropole d’ Athénes [Paris 1862] 55, 60,
61) that the gate is a building from the time of Valerian. However, see Frantz, op. cit., 118 n. 9 and 4J4 83 (1979) 396, n. 12.
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In any case, neither the Valerianic wall,
nor whatever remained of the older wall,
kept the Heruli from capturing and destroy-
ing the city in 267. Immediately afterwards,
perhaps under the emperor Probus,” the
so-called Post-Herulian wall was con-
structed and encircled a small part of the
city (Fig. 3). Both walls, designated as Vale-
rianic and Post-Herulian, were built in the
Late Roman period, and once the slightly
later defensive work had been studied in
some depth, mainly in the Athenian Agora,
the name ‘Post-Herulian’ became current in
scholarship, and will be used here.

We are reasonably sure of the course of
the Post-Herulian wall to the north of the
Acropolis because a reasonably large section
of it is preserved to a considerable height
and has been the subject of thorough study,
especially in the Agora.21 Over the last hun-
dred years sections of it were torn down
at the so-called Gymnasion of Diogenes,””
behind the Medrese” and along the entire

Figure 3 Plan of Acropolis and Post-Herulian wall in the
third century (J. Travlos).

length of the Stoa of Attalos® in the interest of investigating older monuments. The wall

incorporated three sides of the Library of Hadrian (west, north and east), while the south

side was destroyed at some unknown point in time. The Post-Herulian wall was constructed

20 Perhaps by Claudius Illyrius. See E. Sironen, Life and administration of late Roman Attica in the light of public inscriptions,

in P. Castrén (ed.), Post Herulian Athens (Helsinki 1994) 19-20. See also S. Johnson, Late Roman Fortifications (London 1983)
65,73, 80.

A description and analysis of the Post-Herulian wall by Travlos can be found in Frantz, op. cit., 5-11 and 714, Appendix
125-141. In 1984, Travlos published a plan that has been repeatedly reproduced. For a more recent plan, see P. Kalligas,
ArchDelt 46 (1991) 22, fig. 3. Detailed drawings and description of the remains of the Post-Herulian wall along its entire
north side can be found in the unpublished doctoral dissertation of A. Theocharaki, Apyaiog aOnvaikoc Syvpwuotikog
mepifolog. Zntijuata poppoloyiag, tomoypapias kai diayeipions (Athens 2007) 349-369, maps 35, 36 and 37. Our
knowledge of the Post-Herulian wall has been enriched over the past twenty-five years thanks to excavations carried out by

the First Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities, and the results have been recently assembled in the article by

S. Koumanoudis, I eviki Zovélevoig tdv ueddv tijg Apyoroloyixiic Eroupeiog (1860) 12, (1861) 18, and (1863) 7; Prakt
16 (1860/61) 13, Prakt 17 (1861/62) 18 (at the church of Hagios Demetrios Katephoris); E. Breton, Athénes décrite et dessinée
par E. Breton (Paris 1862) 261. See also G. Guidi, op. cit., 33, 34, fig. 1. For the church of St Demetrios, see Xyngopoulos,

A. Keramopoullos, Avookagol mopd 10 dpordylov Avopovikov Tod Kuppiotov, Prakt 69 (1914) 125126 and Arch-
Delt 1 (1915) Appendix 55. In the area of the Ottoman Medrese, a small section of a transverse wall of unknown purpose

21
Tsoniotis, Telyog.
22
Mvnpeio ABvav, nos. 17, 112, fig. 143. It was demolished in 1857.
23
survives (Tsoniotis, op. cit., 63).
24 Frantz, op. cit., 131-136.
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mainly of reused architectural members,
spoils from the destroyed monuments
in the Agora. The wall is thick and rela-
tively well built.”” Research carried out
by Manolis Korres has shown that the wall
also stretched (for a period of time at least)
to the south of the Acropolis™ (Fig. 4),
and sections of it, mainly along the Stoa
of Eumenes, were still preserved in our
period, since it was incorporated much
later in the Rizokastro.?” The width of the
walled area was restricted and some of the
building materials were removed already
in the Early Christian period for the con-
struction of other buildings (Fig. 5). A
small section of this extension (followed
later also by the Ottoman Serpentze) is
still visible between the Beulé Gate and

ASMMAI~300X,

Figure 4 Plan of the Acropolis and the Post-Herulian wall

in the third century. According to M. Korres.

the west side of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus, although its identification as part of either the

Valerianic or Post-Herulian wall is not certain. Travlos andThrepsiadis28 believed that the only

difference between the two walls was the use of iron clamps in the former, since the employ-

ment of reused building materials in both complicates any further distinction between them.”

Given that the contraction of Roman cities with the erection of new walls is a develop-

ment we find almost three centuries later,” we have reason to wonder why they built this

wall enclosing a relatively small area if it was in fact the case that the Valerianic wall was

still in use. Castrén’®' has formulated the interesting view that the Post-Herulian wall fortified

25 Idem, 126-127. Tsoniotis thinks that the use of ancient spolia by the builders of the Post-Herulian wall was also motivated

by aesthetic intentions (Tsoniotis, op. cit., 58).

26 For a general topographic plan, see M. Korres, Die Explosion des Parthenon, Exhibition catalogue (Berlin 1990). The exten-

sion of the Post-Herulian wall south of the Acropolis was first noticed by P. Pervanoglu, Bemerkungen tiber die Pnyx und

Stadtmauer Athens, Philologus 20 (1863) 529-533. In a drawing by T. Hope one can see the course between the Propylaca
and the Odeon facade followed by both the Rizokastro and, later, the Ottoman Serpentze. See Tanoulas, Ipordioia, tig. 24

and Tsoniotis, T&Tyog, 68 and n. 40-42.

27 M. Korres, Epyoaocieg otd pvnueia, ArchDelt 35 (1980) B1, 18—-19; idem, ITapotnpnoelg, 20, 21. The Post-Herulian wall

stands on the orthostats of the ancient stoa. It is made of blocks of Piracus stone in secondary use and predates an Early

Christian nymphacum(?), as seen in fig. 5. For a photograph of the wall (with the incorrect title Rizokastron), see Travlos,

Ilolgodouxn, 161, fig. 105.

28 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62), 12. Their opinion was adopted by A. Frantz, op. cit., 126.

29 Because the joinings were made of valuable material and had been plundered for that reason, only the grooves remain and

cannot be dated. In any case, it appears in many places that repairs had been made to the Post-Herulian wall. See Shear

(1938) 318.

30 SeeT. Gregory, Fortification and urban design in Early Byzantine Greece, in R. Hohfelder (ed.), City, Town and Countryside
in Early Byzantine Greece (New York 1982) 43-61; ODB 1, 465 s.v. Cities (C. Foss and A. Cutler); C. Mango, Byzantium, The
Empire of New Rome (London 1980) 69—71; Loungis, EEEMEN, 149.

3

—_

P. Castrén, General aspects of life in Post Herulian Athens, in P. Castrén (ed.), Post Herulian Athens (Helsinki 1994) 2 ff.; P.

Castrén and M. Gawlikowski, Late antiquity, in G.W. Bowersock, P. Brown and O. Grabar (eds.), Late Antiquity. A Guide to the
Postclassical World (Cambridge, MA 1999) 321-322; S. Johnson, Late Roman Fortification (London 1983).
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a part of Athens that was not destroyed
in 267 (including the Library of Hadrian
in which state archives and tax records
were stored), but this theory does not
correspond to Korres’s opinion con-
cerning the extent of the defenses on
the south slope of the Acropolis.” It
would not be unreasonable to accept
the view?? that there was no direct com-
munication between the fortified sec-
tion of the city and the Acropolis. The
medieval cities of Corinth and Argos,
for example, had acropoleis located at

a considerable distance from the settle-

ments, while at other cities, such as
Servia and Thessalonica, the acropoleis

Figure 5 Pilaster pedestal of a late antique building in

were totally isolated and strictly strate-
front of the Post-Herulian wall near the Stoa of L. 34 o .
gic in character.”* The significant differ-

Eumenes.

ence in elevation at the point where the

Post-Herulian wall and the Acropolis meet makes direct communication between them
almost impossible.

Since the publication of Travlos’s work in 1960, new remarks and observations about the
Post-Herulian wall — that do not, however, alter our knowledge of its actual course — have
appeared, primarily in the Chronika of the Archaiologikon Deltion and in the fresh information
drawn from the excavations by N. Tsoniotis.*’

The gates in the Post-Herulian wall present greater interest for our understanding of the
Middle Byzantine city, as do the later breaches and minor gates that provided communication
with the city’s neighborhoods outside the walls. These will be investigated together with the
streets and the overall urban fabric.

An honorary inscription on a stele*® dating to circa 400 records that lamblichos, who ‘with
his wisdom illuminated Athens’, built towers at his own expense and strengthened the wall. It is

conjectured that the wall in question is the outer Valerianic wall and not the Post-Herulian wall,

32 Large water reservoirs in the fortified area support this opinion.

33 A.Frantz, op. cit., 125, 141.

34 See Bouras, City, 639, 642, nn. 245 and 246. The meeting of the wall with the Acropolis enceinte is shown in fig. 51b in
Tanoulas, [Ipordiaia.

35 I Threpsiadis, 0300 Adpiavod 74, ArchDelt 17 (1961-1962) B’ 28; G. Dontas, 0300 Adplavod 72 kai 84, ArchDelt
24 (1969) B’ 22, fig. 3; 030D Adpiovod 94, ArchDelt 26 (1971) B’ 16 and ArchDelt 27 (1972) B’ 16; P. Kalligas, 0300
Kuppriotov kai ®Aécoa, ArchDelt 46 (1991) B’ 21; 1. Knithakis and 1. Tiginaga, BipA0ONKNG AdprovoDd, ArchDelt 41
(1986) B’ 11; A. Choremi, 0300 Adpravod 98, ArchDelt 40 (1985) B’ 6; Atoyévetov T'opuvactov, ArchDelt 40 (1985) B’ 7;
BiBM0BT KNG ASpLavod, ArchDelt 46 (1991) B’ 17-19; ArchDele 51 (1996) B’ 25-26, fig. 1 and ArchDelt 52 (1997) B’ 32. In

the area of the medrese a transverse wall is preserved abutting the Post-Herulian wall, but its purpose is unknown. For a

w

drawing by ]. Travlos of the non-excavated part of the wall between Pyrgiotissa and the Hypapante Gate, see A. Kokkou, T6
K10vOKpovoV Tiig Zovviddog ABnvalg, ArchEph 113 (1974) 108, fig. 1. See also Tsoniotis, Texog.
36 A. E. Raubitshek, lamblichos at Athens, Hesperia 33 (1964) 63-68; A. Frantz, op. cit., 51, pl. 45a.
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without any direct archaeological support for
this reading. Logically, this reinforcement of
the fortifications at the end of the fourth cen-
tury was in response to the Gothic threat”
and, possibly, any damage incurred from the
earthquake of 365.

The next fortification in Athens is men-
tioned by Procopius®™ as one of Justinian’s
defensive works, ‘the circuit-walls . . . at Ath-
ens . . . had suffered from the long passage of
time, while no man in the whole world took
thought for them’. In this case too, archae-
ological confirmation is scant®* and com-

parisons difficult because, on the one hand,

only foundations are preserved and, on the

e

other, we lack studies of the Justinianic for-
tifications in Greece.* This has not, however, Figure 6 Map of the Hill of the Nymphs, the Pnyx and
stood in the way of the misguided interpreta- the Mouseion, with the Valerianic wall and

tions espoused in older publications.‘” Here its subsequently added (Justinianic?) towers.

too damage from the earthquakes of 551 Drawing by J. Travlos.

would most likely have played a role.

Of interest in connection with the situation in Athens is a passage in Procopius that men-
tions the fortification of Constantina in northern Mesopotamia:* ‘in all parts of the defenses
[the emperor] inserted a new tower between each pair of towers, and consequently all the
towers stood out from the circuit-wall very close to one another” We find this method in
Athens, too, where foundations of towers measuring approximately 5 X 6 meters have been
uncovered through excavation. These would have been added to the existing curtain wall
in the Post-Herulian or Valerianic wall in the area of the Ilissos,* the Pnyx* (Fig. 6) and

today’s city center.” We observe a similar attempt to decrease the length of the curtain wall by

37 On the problem of whether Alaric occupied the city, see K. Karapli, Apyizextoviki kai molgodouio. dmo v dpyoadnro
éwg onuepa. H mepimtwon tiic AOnvog. llpaktixd diemornuovikod cvvedpiov Movaeiov Bovpov-Evralio (tijg
116 ew¢ t@v AOnvidv)5-18 Defpovapiov 1996 (Athens 1997) 304-312; Travlos, [loicodopurkij, 129-130; A. Frantz,
op. cit., 51; eadem, Did Julian the Apostate rebuild the Parthenon?, 4J4 83 (1979) 315-401. See also G. Fowden, City and
Mountain in Late Roman Attica, JHS 108 (1988) 50—54; Ch. Bouras, Alaric in Athens, DChAE 33 (2012) 1-6.

38 Procopius, Buildings, 4.2.23-24 (ed. Dewing, 238). It should be noted that in his Secret History 26.33 (ed. Dewing), Procopius
condemns the emperor for not having constructed a single public building in Athens. For the author’s penchant for rhetorical
exaggeration, see G. Downey, Procopius on Antioch: A study on method in the ‘De aedificiis’, Byzantion 14 (1939) 361-378.

39 See Alexandri (1968) 53, for the discovery of sherds from the Justinianic period in the excavation of a plot at 28-32 Adri-
anou Street.

40 SeeT. Gregory, op. cit., 58-59.

41 G. Sotiriou, T6 TOVGTIVIAVEIOV TETXOG, op. cit., 3-13; idem in EMME A1 (1927) 28, pl.A’.

42 Procopius, Buildings, 2.5.6—7 (ed. Dewing, 134). For Constantinople see ODB, 497.

43 Alexandri (1968) 53, 67.

44 Thompson and Scranton (1943) 372376, pl. XIV.

45 Travlos, [loAeodouiki], 145, fig. 92. A tower was discovered during the construction of the Metochiko Tameio on Stadiou

Street. The distinctive Corinithian capital auoikiovog, today in the collections of the National Archacological Museum,
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inserting new towers at the eastern gate of the Valerianic wall.* Foss and Winfield*” consider
the multiplication of towers and the arrangement of the entrances in a broken line as typical
of Justinianic fortifications, whose function was more defensive than offensive.

If the inserted square towers were indeed Justinianic (as their excavators agree), then the
Roman or Valerianic wall with the sizeable extension functioned as a defensive work until the
late sixth century. Unfortunately, we do not know whether the towers that were demolished
in the Post-Herulian wall in the Agora,* or the one that was located beside the Hadrianic
Pantheon,* were built at the same time as the wall or added later. In other words, we do not
know to what extent the sixth-century reinforcement with towers extended also to the Post-
Herulian wall.*®

After Travlos in Poleodomike (ITodzodopuri), we find new notices of towers that were built up
against the Valerianic wall and thought to be Justinianic, published mainly in the Archaeologikon
Deltion (ArchDelt).*' Repairs to the Post-Herulian wall, or a later, Justinianic phase of the wall,
were noted in the area around the Library of Hadrian.*

Whether defense against the Slavic invasions (if they were actually directed against Ath-
ens) was offered by the Acropolis, the Post-Herulian wall, or the expanded Valerianic wall is
another problem. Travlos believed that the Justinianic ameliorations preserved the city against
the Slavs, who managed to destroy other Greek cities.’* But that is doubtful, given that once
again the archacological testimony (that is, the results of the destruction) and their interpre-
tation>* are not convincing, while, to the contrary, there are remains of habitations from the
seventh century in the Agora and elsewhere,” as well as signs of security in the city during the
emperor Constans II’s sojourn in 662 to 663.

probably originated in the Odeon of Agrippa and is found here in secondary or tertiary use. See also P. Amandry, Chronique
des fouilles en 1946, BCH 70 (1946) 387.

46 Travlos, Dictionary, 337, fig. 438; Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 13.

47 C. Foss and D. Winfield, Byzantine Fortifications: An Introduction (Pretoria 1986) 7.

48 A. Frantz, op. cit., 131136 (fourth section). This part of the wall had five towers, and the last one to the west was trans-
formed during the Ottoman period into the chapel of the Virgin Pyrgiotissa.

49 G. Dontas, ArchDelt 24 (1969) B’ 22, fig. 3. Despite the Hadrianic date of the Pantheon, Travlos considered the tower to be
Justinianic. See Travlos, Dictionary, 441, fig. 559. A large part of this tower survives, making it possible that the problem
could be solved through additional study. In fact, the tower appears to have been erected on the Post-Herulian wall, at a
roughly 25 m long section that had been demolished and where later the Krystalliotissa church was built.

50 The reply of I. Knithakis and 1. Tiginaga was positive to the question. See ArchDelt 41 (1986) B” 11.

51 For the area of the Olympicion, see Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 13; for 53 Athanasiou Diakou Street, see Alexan-
dri (1968) 137143, fig. 15; for 6 Koryzi Street, ibid., 67; for the south slope, Erechtheiou Street 18, see L. Parlama,
ArchDelt 45 (1990) B’ 36; for 15 Erechtheiou Street, see B. Philippaki, ArchDelt 21 (1966) B’ 55 ff.; for Erakleidon and
Eresichthonos Streets, see E. Lygouri-Tolia, ArchDelt 40 (1985) B’ 1819, fig. 3; and for the Library of Hadrian, see
Choremi (1991) 19.

52 Choremi, ibid.; Frantz, op. cit., 128—133. In order to reinforce the wall of the Library fagade, which became part of the
Post-Herulian enclosure, a second wall was built alongside, to the east of the first (communication by I. Tiginaga).

53 Travlos, [loAgodouixi], 149.

54 For the arguments about the occupation of Athens by Slavs, see Frantz, op. cit., 93-94. See also K. Karapli, op. cit.; ODB
I, 221 s.v. Athens (T. Gregory and N. Sevéenko); Kaldellis (2009) 61; and A. Kyrou, NOuIGpATIKEG papTupieg oTOV
EXLad1K6 y®po Kot To0G 6KOTEWOVG aidveg, [ledomovvioiard 29 (2007-08) 235, 245.

55 H.Thompson, The Tholos of Athens, Hesperia, Supplement 4 (1940) 121-126; N. Saraga, op. cit., 261.

w
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The archacological evidence for Athens is very poor for the long period between the mid-
seventh and the mid-tenth centuries. The evidence grows with the creation of new settle-
ments*® outside the Post-Herulian wall from the tenth century to the Frankish occupation.
New construction was extensive and represents an important provincial city in the context
of the Middle Byzantine flowering in Greece. These constructions were built over both large
and small areas of fill all across the ancient Agora; they appeared on the south slope of the
Acropolis and in the vicinity of the Olympicion, today’s Syntagma Square and the modern
city center.

The only literary source from this period that refers to walls is the well-known Praktikon
of the Athens area. There are seven references to the ‘Royal wall’,*” always in the sense of
a familiar boundary, within which there were fields, vineyards, churches, ancient build-
ings and a playing ground (Tzykanisterion) ‘in the kastron’. All this presupposes a large
space and makes very probable the suggestion proposed by the editors of the Praktikon
that the ‘Royal wall’ was the Valerianic wall along its wide ancient course and not the
Post-Herulian on the north side of the Acropolis, against which other neighborhoods were
squeezed (to be discussed below). But one wonders in what condition these Roman walls
were preserved seven centuries after their erection and also what defensive value they had,
given that they had a perimeter of almost 8 kilometers and would have required a large
number of defenders.

It secems that Athens’s defenses were not neglected in the period under discussion, however
meager and difficult to interpret our evidence —both direct and indirect —may be. Clearly the
Acropolis was always impregnable and, consequently, it was maintained in working condition
as the last place of retreat. We know of two sections of the now-demolished wall,*® the first
south of the temple of Athena Nike and the second above the north tower of the Beulé Gate.
Drawings of both (a ground plan of the former and the fagade of the latter) were published by
Bohn.* There were two lines of defense on the west side of the Acropolis. The ground plan of
the Propylaia by Haller von Hallerstein® — made shortly after 1810, before the destruction
of the Ottoman fortifications began — sheds light on the first line of defense (Fig. 7). The wall
followed the south and west side of the Nike rampart and reached as far as the Pedestal
of Agrippa. Somewhat to the south stood the arched gate into the Acropolis that was con-

structed of ancient spolia and clearly depicted in two illustrations made by von Heideck®!

56 See more about this below, in the last chapters.

57 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 5-44. See also Kazanaki, AOMvo.. One more indication of the defensive value of the Royal wall
during the eleventh century is the fact that all the churches and monasteries of this period are built within its enclosure.

58 For the plan of the wall by L. F. Boitte (1864), see the catalogue Paris, Rome, Athénes (Paris 1982) 205, fig. 1. See also the draw-
ing in Tanoulas, [lpomdiaua, fig. 48.

59 R. Bohn, Die Propylden der Akropolis zu Athen (Berlin and Stuttgart 1882) pl. 1 and 19, 3. It is impossible to correlate the two
drawings.

60 H. Bankel (ed.), Carl Haller von Hallerstein in Griechenland (Berlin 1986) 94, 95, ﬁg. 2, 4.

61 L. Beschi, Acropoli di Atene 1835, A44 15 (1982) 225, 226; T. Weidner, Das Neue Hellas (Miinchen 2000) 471, no. 325 and
R. Bohn, op. cit., pl. XXI; Kristensen, ABNva., 69.
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Figure 7 Acropolis entrance in the Middle
Byzantine period, a. The Beulé Gate,
B. The Valerianic or Post-Herulian Wall,
Y. Byzantine Wall, . Middle Byzantine
phase of the north tower, €. Pedestal ‘of
Agrippa, z. Temple of Athena Nike.
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(Fig. 8). It appears from the structure of
its arch, made entirely of fine brick, that
the well-built transverse gate was Byz-
antine, an identification verified by L.
Ross.®”This did not, however, prevent its
demolition along with the Turkish ram-
parts it supported. According to Bohn’s
drawing, the wall was two meters thick
and formed an ambulatory above the
level of the Nike rampart, supported
on a row of blind arches. In Haller von
Hallerstein’s  drawing there are two
more blind arches in the west section of
the wall. The blind arches with strong
brick piers probably belonged to the

period under investigation. Similarly

built walls with a corridor ‘over blind

arches’ also existed in antiquity,“ but Figure 8 Acropolis. Main entrance before the demolition of
the fact that these were destroyed by the Byzantine transversal wall. K.W. Heideck, 1835.
classical archacologists suggests that the Miinchen, Bayerische Staatsgemdldesammlungen.
structures were considered to be later.

We find similar Justinianic walls at Sergiopolis (Resafa) and similar Middle Byzantine walls in
Constantinople (in sections of walls that were restored) and at Daphni Monastery.*

The view that the Acropolis was strictly military in character is not compatible with the
fact that the Parthenon served not only as a pilgrimage site, but also as a church in which
services were held, a fact confirmed in the writings of Michael Choniates.® Nonetheless,
citizens were not encouraged to visit the citadel, and the entrance was controlled. Attempts
to locate archacological or literary evidence for defensive works inside the Acropolis itself in
the Middle Byzantine period have failed.

No information about the Byzantine circuit wall of the Acropolis has survived. It probably
followed the ancient course and had battlements that rose slightly higher than the ancient wall.
Today a large part of the south side has been faced with rubble after the damage it suffered in
1678. In addition, a significant part of the cast side was reconstructed by the Ottomans after

62 D. Giraud, [lopatnpiioeic o¢ apyrtextovird kai iotopixd. (ptiuate 100 vaod tijc Anvag Nikng (Athens 1989) 10.
Tanoulas believes that the transversal wall was built in the fifteenth century, adopting the opinion of Travlos.

63 Like the walls of Perge (F.E. Winter, Greek Fortifications [London 1971] 121, fig. 96) and those on the Hill of the Muses in
Athens (Thompson and Scranton [1943], pl. XIV, White Poros Wall). Blind arcades can also be seen at the retaining wall of
the Stoa of Eumenes (Travlos, Dictionary, 523-527).

64 Mango, Architecture, 40, fig. 35; B. Meyer-Plath and A. M. Schneider, Die Landmauer von Konstantinopel (Berlin 1943) 100 ff.,
pl. 40, 54¢, 55b; R. Demangel and E. Mamboury, Le quartier des Manganes (Paris 1939) 83, fig. 90, pl. 1, 2, 3; Ch. Bouras, The
Daphni monastic complex reconsidered, in I. SevEenko and I. Hutter (eds.), Aetdc, Studies in Honour of Cyril Mango (Stuttgart
1998) 8-9 nn. 42-49.

65 Lambros, Xowvidrng, A’ 93,317, 319; idem, A67jvau, 16.
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Figure 9 Acropolis. North tower
by the Beule Gate.
Middle Byzantine vaulted
supports of the first floor.
Drawing by D. Giraud
and M. Sigalas.

an carthquake in the eighteenth century. The structure known today as the belvedere is the
base of an observation(?) tower, dating most likely to the Ottoman period (Fig. 12).

A well-known inscription from the area of the Areopagus (now in the Byzantine Museum)®
refers to the erection of a tower, before 1069, by the metropolitan and synkellos Leo, at an
unknown location.”” At the entrance to the Acropolis, by the north tower of the Beul¢ Gate,
alterations were made in the Middle Byzantine period by demolishing a vaulted stoa on the cast
side of the tower and constructing at its center three high cross-vaults that rested on protruding
pilasters (Fig. 9).°*We have no information about the upper elevations of the tower.” The demo-
lition of walls in the area of the Propylaia and the temple of Athena Nike after the War of Inde-
pendence deprived us of priceless information about how the citadel functioned in the medieval
period. In the Valerianic or Post-Herulian section of the wall that linked the fortifications of the

66 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, [ 2vozzd 00 Bolovrivod Movaeiov AOnvav (Athens 1999) 147, no. 201; O. Gratziou and A. Laz-
aridou (eds.), A76 wijv Xpiotiovixij Zviioyi 616 Bolavrivo Movoeio (Athens 2006) 323, fig. 542.

67 T.Tanoulas supposes that the tower was one of the two towers of the Beulé Gate, which was raised at that time (Tanoulas,
Iporbioua, 287, figs. 56 and 57). D. Giraud, to the contrary, believes that the tower was to the south of the bastion of
Athena Nike. See D. Giraud, O dvtixé¢ moAdvag tijg Akpomolews (Athens 2004) 6, 7 (with reconstructive drawing).

68 For a plan of the tower, sce the catalogue Paris — Rome — Athénes, op. cit., Labouteux, 1853, fig. 87 and L.F. Boitte, 1864, fig. 96.

69 For a supposedly Byzantine tower in the Propylaia, see 1. E. Demakopoulos, Té6 6)£510 10D Bassano (1670), 1| A6nva. kai
T uvnpeia g Axponorens, O Méviwp 14 (2001) 58, 60-79. For a refutation of the former’s views, see L. Beschi and
T. Tanoulas, AKOua. pid opd yié 6 oy€dto TG AkpOmoing Tod 1670, Hopog 1416 (2000-2003) 381-394. For other
old illustrations of the Propylaia area, see Brouskari, Avaokaég, figs. 3, 4, 5. The tower built on top of the north section of
the Beule Gate was probably Byzantine, as is suggested by the sturdy brick piers in the arcades visible in the second drawing
by R. Bohn (op. cit., 19, 3). For their restoration, see D. Giraud, ITapatypioeig, op. cit. 10, pl. 57.
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Figure 10 Olympieion. Two views of the medieval building on the
architrave of the temple. Photographs by J. Robertson
(1854) and P. Moraites (1870). Athens, Benaki
Museum — Photographic Archive.

Beulé Gate to the Nike rampart, the south gate” was opened near the rampart’s base. This was
most likely done later, when new outer fortifications were created on the south side, because we
cannot otherwise explain the existence of two gates in such close proximity. A new study of the
problem is not possible, since everything was demolished between 1885 and 1890.

Other signs of medieval fortification works have been noted on the Hill of the Nymphs™ and
down at the Dipylon Gate, very close to Hagios Demetrios Loumbardiaris (now covered over),
where a small square tower was built between the gate’s two Roman towers.”” Potsherds from the
eleventh and twelfth century were found in the fill. We should perhaps include in the defensive
works of medieval Athens an observatory, in the form of a small building supported until 1870

on two columns of the Olympieion (Fig. 10),” once thought to be a stylite’s hermitage.

70 Giraud, O detdg Tig TOANG T00 Kdotpov thg Abnvag, Yov Zvurdoiov tijc Xprouavikiic Apyoroloyikiic Eroipeiog
(1989) 37.The first information we have about this entrance is much later, in 1678, provided by Spon and Wheler.

71 Thompson and Scranton (1943) 373.

72 Ibid., 312 ff., 318, fig. 29. During the first period the two pilasters on both sides of the entrance were reinforced and a pillar
was built in the middle. Later the two pilasters were reinforced again (376 ff.) and in the place of the pillar a tower measur-
ing 4.90 X 4.90 m was built (368, fig. 63). The excavators considered this tower to be Roman, but the pottery found there
belongs to the Middle Byzantine period (see 376-378 and pl. XVII).

73 Ch. Bouras, The so-called cell of the Athenian stylite, in C. Striker (ed.), Architectural Studies in Memory of Richard Krautheimer
(Mainz 1996) 23-26; B.C. Petrakos, H xoA0Ba 10D otvritov, O Mévrwp 71 (2004) 57-59; Kaldellis (2009) 171172,
fig. 136.
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At the end of the Middle Byzantine
period we have clear evidence from metro-
politan Michael Choniates that Athens was
an unfortified city. According to his address
to the practor Demetrios Drimys™ and in
his letters to Basileios Kamateros” and the
Belisariotes,” Choniates states repeatedly
that, in contrast to other cities, Athens was
completely unguarded and at the mercy of
raiders.

Here there is some vagueness: when he
refers to the city, was Choniates thinking of
thelargerareaincluding the Middle Byzantine
settlement, or the area north of the Acropolis
that was encircled by the Post-Herulian wall?
Were the ruinous walls to which he refers”
part of what was known at that time as the
‘Royal’ wall, or were they what remained of
the Post-Herulian wall with its Middle Byz-
antine improvements? It appears indirectly
from the Praktikon that the former, that is,
the Valerianic wall, would no longer have
had any defensive value.” A further indica-
tion that this wall had been destroyed at least
in part, and used as a quarry, comes from the
discovery of the remains of a twelfth-century
workshop” located just in front of the cast-
ern gate (Fig. 11). It appears that the old road

T

Figure 11 Plan of the area south of the Olympieion. A.
Valerianic wall, B. Towers of the Justinianic
period, I'. Olympieion circuit, A. Houses
and workshops, E. Workshop, Z. Circuit of
the temple, H. Temple of Kronos and Rhea,
0. Temple of Apollo Delphinios. Drawing by
J. Travlos. Redrawn.
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Lambros, Xovidtng, A’159, ‘You see some of the walls stripped and others wholly demolished . . . this will be the final
drunken assault of the pillaging enemies’ (Opdig Teiyn 6 pév mepmpnuéva té 8¢ kabnpnuéva wap’ dmav . . . Todto o
@V ékmopbodvimv €60’ bte tedeTaiov mopoiviua).

Idem, A’ 316 and B’ 523, ‘He and the outrageous men under his influence . .
in full rage since no defense can stop them’ (00T0g T& Kai ol TP’ CWVTOD EVIGKVLOUEVOL ETNPEACTUL . . . Eml poOVOG TG
aOLiog AOMvag mavti Buud péovoty, dmeipyovtog 00devog £pOuaTog . . ).

Idem, B’ 2016 and 587, “We are in reduced straits and easy prey to all comers as we don’t have any kind of defensive wall, but
sit in fear of the outrageous attacks’ («€ouév Tomewvol kol @ Povdouéve Etoiun OMpa xkeineba” obte yap Epouva
TG TEpi NG, TAG EXNPEACTIKAG EMELEVOELS EKOESITTONEVOY) .

Idem, A’ 159, B’ 11, 461. Parts of the external wall could be seen when Cyriac of Ancona came to Athens; see E.W. Bodnar,
Athens in April 1436, Archaeologia 32 (1970) 188.

On the lack of defenders, see Lambros, Xwvidtng, B’ 106, ‘The city has no swelling flood of populace that can swamp the
defence’ (00 TOAVOYAI0L TOLEMG KVpVOEVY Kai THY Guvvay ETkAV(ovGa). On the military forces in the provinces in the
twelfth century, see Herrin, Collapse, 198. The mention of ‘Kastrenoi” in an obscure passage in a letter of Choniates (Lambros,
Xoviatne, A’ 311, B’ 518, 519) has perhaps to do with the permanent garrison of the Acropolis. See below, n. 392.
Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 12, 14, pl. 9B; Travlos, Dictionary, 337, fig. 438.

. come against the miserable [city of] Athens
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was preserved™ but all the architectural elements related to the gates’ defensive function,®' now
no longer relevant, were destroyed in the process of the workshop’s construction.

In any event, when in 1204 Leo Sgouros attacked Athens, as attested by Niketas Choniates,*’
the city was defended from the Acropolis while the lower settlement was plundered and burnt
by the tyrant’s army.

The fact that the old walls had become useless was confirmed a little later, in the thir-
teenth century, when the Frankish Dukes of Athens built a new wall around the Acropolis, the
Rizokastro, part of which has been discovered in excavations.* It had a small perimeter,** no
towers and was constructed of recycled building materials. Travlos believed it to be Middle
Byzantine,* but more recent research has shown it to date from the period of Frankish rule.*

It was designed to defend the Acropolis citadel and not to protect the settlement. Its conjec-

187

tured connection with the Post-Herulian wall®” is not documented and would not have made

sense, while, by contrast, the coincidence of its course with the wall of the Stoa of Eumenes®
seems logical. The typology of the Rizokastro is consistent with that of other known Frankish
fortifications in the East,* such as at Burgas, Toprakkale, Korykos, Crac des Chevaliers and
others.

When much later, after the mid-sixteenth century, interest in Hellenic antiquity arose in
Europe, the Hellenist and Philhellene Martin Crusius from Tiibingen sought, and received,
information about Athens from the Constantinopolitan scholars Theodosius Zygomalas and
Symeon Kavasilas,” who were knowledgeable about Greece. The reply he received is of inter-
est: ‘In the past, the city of Athens was tripartite and fully inhabited. Now, the inner area (that
is, the Acropolis . . .) is inhabited solely by Ishmaclites, and the outer area (the in-between part)

80 Travlos, Dictionary, 292, fig. 380.

81 Kekaumenos, Zzpatnyicov, D. Tsougarakes ed. (Athens 1993) 113. “The walls of the city must be free; no house should be
attached to them. And if there is one, destroy it and lay the walls bare . . . moreover [lay bare] all the entrances completely,
so that it is possible to pass through them with ease’ (T& 8¢ t&iyn 10D KGoTPOL EoT™OAY EAedbEP 1N E0T® OiKiaL
GUYKOAAD aOTOIG, AALG Kol €l E0TL, KATAGTPEYOV ATV EKYOUVOGOV TG TElYT . . . OGUVTOG Koi TAG TOPTAG TAGOG
TavTEA®G, Tva Exelg ddetay dEpyecar).

82 Niketas Choniates, History, 1. Bekker ed. (Bonn 1835) 802—803.

83 M. Korres, ArchDelt 35 (1980) B’ 9-21; Choremi (1989) B’ 20; P. Kalligas, ArchDelt 46 (1991) B’ 20, 21. Recently, remains of
the Rizokastro were found in the basement of the Kanellopoulos Museum (Proceedings of Central Archaeological Council,
16 April 2002). See also Choremi, 0Vo6¢ Tpimédwv, 41 n. 48.

84 For the general layout of the Rizokastro, see E.P. Blegen, New Items from Athens, AJ4 50 (1946) pl. XXX and Tanoulas,
IIpormdiaia, drawings 62, 63.

85 More specifically, to the mid- eleventh century (Travlos, AOivai, col. 739). See also Travlos, [ToAeodouiki, 156, 158,

159 A. Frantz, op. cit., 124; R.E. Wycherley, The Stones of Athens (Princeton 1978) 24; E. Blegen, op.; cit., 373; D. Kambou-

roglous, 76 Pi{0kactpov (Athens 1920).

Makri et al., Pildkaotpo, 329—363. The places where remains of the Rizokastro were recently found are indicated below

fig. 51, 359. See also Tanoulas, IIpomdlaie, 22, 33 n. 81, 34, 35, 304, 306. A.W. Parsons had foreseen the late date of the

Rizokastro in Klepsydra and the paved Forecourt, Hesperia 12 (1943) 259, 263, fig. 40.

87 A.Frantz, op. cit., 128 and pl. 5.

88 M. Korres, op. cit.,18-19.

89 T.Tanoulas, op. cit., 309 n. 72.The lack of towers is also typical of Western medieval fortifications.

90 Their letters were published in his Turco-Graecia (Basel 1584). See M. Kreeb, Ol apyadzteg tiig Abivog, Zévot
ta&WdTES, in A0jvor, 347, 350.
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oo 4

Figure 12 Acropolis. The Eastern wall during the Middle Ages. Restored (M. Korres).

entirely by Christians. And of the outer city (in which there are also palaces of marble and large
columns . . .) only one third was inhabited . . .

It is likely that the two Constantinopolitans are referring to the town plan as it was in antiq-
uity and that their ‘tripartite’ division relates to the city’s walls: those of the Acropolis (Fig. 12),
the Post-Herulian wall or the Rizokastro, and the ‘outer’, Valerianic wall, of which only ruins

would have existed at that time.”!

The gates in the walls and the streets

Although the evidence attests the poor condition of Athens’s fortifications and their state of
disrepair at the end of the twelfth century, we should not generalize from this about the period
of nearly three centuries that are the focus of our study. This is particularly important when
we consider structures such as gates, which were preserved more or less independently of the
overall condition or strategic value of the walls.

Gates, and by extension the streets that pass through them, have a sort of inertia — they
don’t change easily if they continue to be used. We must accept that this was the case in Ath-
ens too, at least for the gates in the Post-Herulian wall that surrounded the urban core, the
oldest part of the city that was never abandoned, despite significant urban expansion in the
Middle Byzantine period. In other cities, too, where there was continuous occupation from
the Early Christian to the Middle Byzantine period we find that the gates and streets were

91 In the topographical map by L.E.S. Fauvel can be seen small surviving sections of the wall, still visible at the end of the eigh-
teenth century. See J. Travlos and L. Beschi, La casa di L.S. Fauvel, primo musco Ateniese, ArchEph 140 (2001) 76, fig. 3.
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preserved, such as at Nicaea, * Corinth” and Thessalonica.” And although in the area of the
Agora and Kerameikos we find very thick layers of fill and, as time went on, new streets were
occasionally opened,” there are places in the Late Roman urban nucleus, by contrast, where
the ground level remained almost unchanged from antiquity to the Ottoman period, such as
in front of the entrance to the Library of Hadrian and the Roman Agora, or at the entrance
to the Acropolis. In recent years there has been limited building activity, and few instances of
rescue excavation in the part of Plaka that lies inside the Post-Herulian wall. This, combined
with the summary fashion in which investigations were carried out in the past, especially in
the two large Roman complexes in the same area, has deprived us of the chance to study
the Byzantine street plan and urban layout inside the Post-Herulian wall. In the new arcas of
settlement outside the Post-Herulian wall, the survival of some of the streets from antiquity
predetermined the irregularities of new streets that were made. In the area of the Agora espe-
cially, we observe a rise in the street level over time as a consequence of consecutive layering,
together with a narrowing of street width. In addition, we also find sections of ancient streets
(such as along the Panathenaic Way) where buildings have encroached and the street level has
risen significantly. These changes to the street system are clearly associated with the interven-
ing destruction of houses, for which evidence does exist.

The older and much wider Valerianic wall underwent similar developments. Although it
had lost its defensive role, it was still visible and recognized as a point of reference for the city,
if we are to trust the testimony of the Praktikon.”

Research conducted by Travlos and the American School of Classical Studies led to the
conclusion that the Post-Herulian wall had eight gates in its northern section, five of which
have been confirmed by excavation.”

On the west side of the wall, in the area of the ancient Eleusinion, stood the Hypapante Gate,”
the starting point of a road leading eastwards, although its course and terminus in the medieval
period are unknown.” A little further to the north and protected by gate W2'* was the Chris-
tos Gate (Fig. 13), the conjectured terminus of the Street of the Tripods,'”" which followed

92 A. M. Schneider and W. Karnapp, Die Stadtmauer von Iznik (Nikaea), Istanbuler Forschungen 9 (Berlin 1938) pl. II.

93 Scranton, Corinth, 77 (The Lechaion Road).

94 O.Tafrali, Topographie de Thessalonique (Paris 1913) 140 ff. As also in the city of Cherson.

95 The latest roads outside the Post-Herulian wall did not follow the course of the ancient cuttings, but they too must have
been connected to the gates in the wall and, consequently, with whichever gates in the Valerianic wall were still in use. On
the ancient road network, see L. Costaki, The Intra Muros Road System of Ancient Athens (PhD. diss., Toronto 2006); L. Ficuciello,
Le strade di Atene (Atene and Paestum 2008).

96 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 25-26.

97 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 138—141. General topographical plan, pl. 5.

98 Eadem, 139.The Hypapante church, near the gate with the same name, was demolished in 1938. It was once considered to be a
Byzantine church (Xyngopoulos, Mvnugio. AOnv@v, 62, 63, figs. 47 and 48), but subsequent research (Travlos, [ToAsodopuxi,
186n. 4, fig. 126, 127) proved that the church was built during the Ottoman period. For the Hypapante church, see also Kalant-
zopoulou, Durand, 58, 59. For information about the gate and the road, seeT. L. Shear, Hesperia 8 (1939) 221.

99 Frantz, op. cit.,139.To the east, the road probably metTripodon Street. See M. Miles, The City of Eleusinion (Princeton 1998)
drawing no. 13.

100 We accept here the conventional names of the gates given by the excavators of the Agora.

101 Frantz, op. cit., 139, pl. 14 b. The gate was closed with rubble masonry during the thirteenth century. About the church of
Christos, see Xyngopoulos, op. cit., 106, 107, fig. 137. For the ancient street and the different opinions about its course,
see Choremi, ‘086¢ Tpuwddwv. About 200 m west of the gate, in the area of the ancient Eleusinion, the street bifurcated.
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the course of the ancient street and is par-
tially preserved today. It is peculiar that the
ancient, medieval and modern phases fol-
low the same course in the eastern section
of the Street of the Tripods (in other words,
the part outside the Post-Herulian wall)
whereas we would have expected the oppo-
site, namely that the three phases would
coincide where the street was in continu-
ous use inside the walls. In any case, it scems
that the Street of the Tripods followed a

cutting along a contour on the north slope

Figure 13 Post-Herulian wall. West Side. Christos Gate.

of the Acropolis, where it was found in an

102 with a width narrower than

excavation
that of the ancient street.

Still further to the north, on the west side of the wall between towers W4 and W5, is the
Pyrgiotissa Gate.'”” In antiquity there was an cast-west-oriented street with a stoa'™ that
ran directly to the Archegetis propylon, also known as the Gate of Athena Archegetis, in
the Roman Agora. The propylon’s fine state of preservation, the close proximity of Middle
Byzantine churches'” and the density of construction inside the Roman Agora106 in the same
period establish with certainty that this street continued to exist and function throughout the
period under investigation.

For reasons of security there must have existed along the west side of the Post-Herulian
wall either an open space or a street. Travlos noted'”” on many occasions that the ancient Pana-
thenaic Way was preserved into the medieval period, and he specified at which points along
its course it had survived.'” In the vicinity of what is today Thiseiou Street, the Panathenaic

109

Way was covered by medieval houses either entirely'® or along part of its width.!'"° The area

lay outside the Post-Herulian wall where the existence of extensive deposits altered the ter-
rain in the Middle Byzantine period. By contrast, the upper part of the Panathenaic Way was

preserved towards the Acropolis where the gradient was steep and the deposits fewer.

102 Korres, [Tapatnpnoeig, 20, 21; idem, Proceedings of Central Archaeological Council, 11 October 1982.

103 Frantz, op. cit.,139, pl. 5, 14d. For the Post-Byzantine chapel inside one of the towers, see ibid., 7, 8, 126, 133.

104 Along the south side of the Stoa of Attalos. See ibid., pl. 5.

105 Namely, the church of the Taxiarchs in the Roman Agora, of Profitis Ilias and that located on the site now occupied by the
Fethiye mosque.

106 On the dense building inside the Roman Agora, see below.

107 Travlos, [loAeodowikiy, 150 n. 2, 156, 207; Frantz, op. cit. 15. For a more informative plan of the Byzantine streets of
Athens by Travlos, sce Athénes au fil du temps (Paris 1972) pl. XII.

108 Clearly the section of the road running over level ground was filled in, whereas the last section that approached the Acropo-
lis remained passable on account of the incline.

109 Alexandri (1972) 25-27 (Adrianou Street and Thisciou Street) fig. 3;Y. Nicopoulou, Tomoypagucd AOnvav, 4444 (1971)
1-9; Ch. Bouras in Laiou, Economic History I, 208 n. 126.

110 Vanderpool, Roads, 291295 (5 Adrianou Street).

27



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

The northern side of the wall was

480 m long and enclosed three sides of

the Library of Hadrian."" In the view of
112

Alcestis Choremi,'” one gate between the el

large corner tower W7 and the Library

fagade was not original, but was opened T
later to allow the passage of a medieval(?) sz -
road which ran parallel to today’s Areos
. Figure 14 Post-Herulian wall near the Krystalliotissa church
Street. According to Korres, another ) /5 )

] - on Adrianou Street and the gate’s Byzantine
ancient road, which entered the walled marble door frame. Drawing by A. Orlandos.
area from the west and led to the Library’s
propylon, was preserved into the medieval period. We will return to this road again later.

Travlos believed that there was yet another gate in the north wall at the edge of the castern
side of the Library of Hadrian, perhaps below the modern Aiolos Hotel. Further to the east
and immediately beyond the ruins of the Pantheon'"’

Krystalliotissa Gate (Fig. 14).""* Both the wall’s smaller width at this point and its Middle Byz-

115

(which supported the wall) was the
antine door frame'" suggest that this gate was also constructed later, perhaps in the eleventh
century, in a section of the wall that had been breached and rebuilt. The gate owes its name

to the Post-Byzantine church known as the Krystalliotissa,'"®

remains of which are preserved
south of the gate. To the cast of Mnesikleous Street the wall continues approximately another
75 m. This section includes the plot at 94 Adrianou Street where a small gate was discovered.
According to the excavator G. Dontas'"” the wall was also breached here at some point in the
Middle Byzantine pcriod.

We do not know for certain which streets led from the interior to the gates in the north
wall. For reasons of security,'"* an open space free from buildings should have been left outside
the gates from the time of the wall’s construction, in order to serve as a thoroughfare, and

it would have continued in use until some undetermined period. This street, which would

11

—_

The west, north and east sides. According to M. Korres, the good preservation of these walls is due to the fact that they

were incorporated into the defensive Post-Herulian wall.

112 Choremi (1996) 25 ff.

113 G. Dontas, Apyo10tnteg Koi pvnueio AONV@V, ArchDelr 24 (1969) B1 19-23 and fig. 3, 22.

114 Travlos, Dictionary, 439—443; Choremi (1993) 18; Choremi (1995) 24.

115 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 140.

116 G. Sotiriou, Eicaywyn. Totopia tiic morems t@V AONVOV KaTd TOVG YPLGTIOVIKOVS YpOVOVLS, EMME A’ 1 (1927)
29 with accompanying plate. Sotiriou believed that the door frame belonged to the Justinianic period, a view adopted by
Frantz, op. cit. At one point it could be seen in front of the Chalkokondyles residence, but is not visible today. By others the
door frame was considered Middle Byzantine, on the basis of its decoration. See G. Guidi, Il muro Valeriano. S. Demetrio
Katifori e la questione des Diogeneion, ASAtene 45 (1921-22) 36; and also Xyngopoulos, Mvnpuela Anvév, 106, fig.
135. Its decoration with reverse molding and rosettes set at intervals suggests, in fact, a much older date. The discovery
of a fragment of a Middle Byzantine altar screen is not enough to conjecture the presence of a Byzantine monument on
the site. Travlos believed that the construction of the Krystalliotissa church impeded the use of the gate and that the gate’s
door frame was adapted as the entrance to the church (IloAgodopuixiy, 178). However, the gate’s height, rising to 1.98 m,
excludes this possibility.

117 G. Dontas, Apyondtmteg kot pvnueia AOv@dv, ArchDelt 27 (1972) B 16, 17.

118 Kekaumenos, Zpatnyikov, op. cit., 113, chapter 32.
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Figure 15 .. North flank of the Post-Herulian wall along Adrianou Street, reconstructed. B. Library of Hadrian,
Y. Church of the Panagia Krystalliotissa, 8. Tower of the Justinianic period, €. Entrance to the
medrese, . Adrianou Street, 1. Aiolou Street.

have followed roughly the course of today’s Adrianou Street, would have given access to the
above-mentioned gates in the north wall (Fig. 15).""

The cast side of the Post-Herulian wall has not been adequately studied, with the result
that we do not know the course it took to ascend to the Acropolis wall. It is conjectured that
there was a gate in the east side through which passed the Street of the Tripods and perhaps
another street higher up, but physical remains of these gates have not been found. Still further

120 has demonstrated the existence of

to the south, on the east side of the Acropolis, Korres
a Middle Byzantine street (separated by considerable amounts of fill from the Roman lev-
els'") which coincided, approximately, with present-day Thespidos and Kydathinaion Streets
and was related to two Byzantine churches, Soteira Lykodemou and Sotera Kottakis. After
excavating a large area in Plaka, Threpsiadis'** reached the conclusion that Apollonos Street
succeeded a street dating from the Ottoman period that followed, in turn, the course of an
ancient street running in the direction of the Diochares Gate and must obviously have existed

in the intervening medieval period.

119 Some of these streets had the form of stairs, like those existing now. They have never been excavated. It seems that the
area close to the foot of the Acropolis rock was left free of buildings. On this subject, see the advice of Kekaumenos: ‘Do
not take up residence under a precipice because a rock will tumble down upon your house, which will become the grave
of all your family’ (bmoKkdTe kpnuvod pn oikiong, kvicOoetar yap Aibog kai mpoomes®dv i) oikig Gov, Tépog
ool movouki 1) oikio yevioetatl koi o0 YvdoT)). Excavations testified to the extension of one of these medieval streets
to the north of Adrianou Street, as far as house no. 117. M. Korres, D. Giraud and D. Schilardi, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B1, 13.

120 M. Korres, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B’ 9, 10, and 130v Zvunooiov tijsc Xpiouiavikijs Apyaioloyiiic Etaipeiog (1993), 20,
21; M. Stavropoulou, ArchDelt 35 (1980) B’ 24.

121 M. Korres, op. cit . Because the area was outside the Post-Herulian enclosure.

122 Threpsiadis (1960) 27.
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Whatever had survived from the Middle Byzantine period inside the Library of Hadrian
was demolished by Stephanos Koumanoudis in the course of his excavations in 1885."”* Before
this, he had already demolished the small ecclesiastical complex known as the Asomatos sta
Skalia (‘The Archangel on the Steps’)'* built in front of the Library’s facade and whose gen-
eral appearance is preserved only in a drawing by Jacques Carrey'” (1674). In this drawing
it would seem that access through the middle of the Library’s propylon was obstructed by

two small Middle Byzantine buildings, contemporary with the Asomatos chapel. However,

126

more recent excavation by Knithakis and Tiginaga showed that a street with a winding

diversion did in fact make its way through the Library propylon —not on its axis but through
the intercolumniation on its south side, consequently depriving the propylon of its overall
monumentality. But there is evidence to suggest that present-day Adrianou Street continued
into this complex, thereby creating an east—west-oriented thoroughfare that ended up at the
gate which Travlos correctly conjectured to lie under the Aiolos Hotel, at the intersection of

Aiolou and Adrianou Streets, as they are today. As Korres observed, this street was succeeded

by the one that appears to run south of the Megale Panagia in the drawing by L.E.S. Fauvel'”’

dated 1780, that is to say before the Library site was subject to demolition and alteration.
Returning to the area cast and northeast of the Acropolis, situated outside the Post-Herulian

but inside the Valerianic wall, we may turn to the findings of Travlos and Threpsiadis from

their research conducted at the site of the Olympicion. Here, too, the earliest excavations'*®

and the creation of new streets'”’ destroyed Middle Byzantine ruins and related access routes.

130

However, the eastern gate in the Valerianic wall, flanked by towers,"** was discovered, as well

as the old street leading from east to west that traverses the gate. As previously mentioned, a

Middle Byzantine workshop was built over the street, thereby compromising the gate’s defen-

131

sive value,"! but it left free part of the gate that continued to be used in the medieval period.

We do not know whether this street passed through the Arch of Hadrian"*? or turned towards
the south slope of the Acropolis.

Excavations along Amalias Avenue did not bring to light a Middle Byzantine street, but
have made it possible to propose its existence between two groups of 13 and 29 containers for

123 The diaries of the ‘Excavation of the burnt market’, now in the archives of the Archaeological Society, include much
information about the medieval remains found there (walls, vaults, pavements) which were removed afterwards, without
systematic documentation. See Ch. Bouras, Enave&étaon tijg Meyding Havoryiiig AOnv@v, DChAE 27 (2006) 25-34.

124 Description and restoration drawings of the monument will follow.

125 Th. Bowie and D. Thimme (eds.), The Carrey Drawings of the Parthenon Sculptures (Bloomington 1971).

126 After the excavations of 1982. See I. Knithakis, Ph. Mallouchou and G. Tiginaga, T6 BogBoduAikt tiig AOwvag, Excdvoua
apyovrikd. v xpovwv tije Tovpkokpatiog (Athens 1986) 102, fig. 2.

127 Byzance retrouvée, 160, 161 and Ch. Bouras, Emave&étaon, op. cit., 28, fig. 3.

128 S. Koumanoudis, Avacko@t] Olvpmieiov, Prake 41 (1886) 1317 and Prake 43 (1888) 15. ‘Many foundations of buildings
made from different stones, big and small, as well as from bricks and lime. . . . All these building remains . . . the committee . . .
considered to be removed . . . and were destroyed.

129 On the avenue north of the Olympieion and Dionysiou Areopagitou Street, see A. S. R(oussopoulos), I[Totkika, ArchEph 17
(1862) 150, 151.

130 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 12, 13.

131 See above p. 23 and n. 79.

132 Passage through the Roman arch would be impossible if, in fact, it had been incorporated in a church (A. Orlandos, Al
ayoypagiot tig v ABMvoig Toing tod Adplovod, [IAdtwy 20 [1968] 248-255).
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produce (siroi),"”?

possibly belonging to shops, arranged lengthwise in rows. If this conjec-
ture is correct, it would mean that there was a second (?) marketplace outside the walls and
arranged in a linear fashion, as in other Byzantine cities.””* A paved street from the Middle
Byzantine period was discovered in excavations in Xenofontos Street.'”

On the southern slope of the Acropolis, outside the walls, we know for certain that there
was a Middle Byzantine settlement built over Roman and Early Christian ruins, and several
ancient streets have been noted which continued to be used in the tenth to twelfth centuries,
with only slight encroachments."* The most important was that named Odos 1, which ran
from east to west between houses and workshops. The shortness of the section discovered
does not permit its secure identification with the road leading to the Olympicion and thence
the castern gate. Excavation at the former site of the Makrygianni barracks showed that this
street turned abruptly northwards. The dating of the discovery is, however, uncertain. The
street’s extension to the cast of the church of Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos as far as Thespi-
dos Street is pure conjecture.

Further westwards, to the southeast of the church of Hagios Demetrios Loumbardiaris,

137
I,

were discovered the ruins of a gate in the Valerianic wal with two square towers and a

smaller one between them, which the excavators considered medieval. The street that exists
there today succeeded the ancient street (and probably a Byzantine one) that passed through
this gate. The street leads to the Koile, a neighborhood of ancient Athens whose name appears
in the Praktikon,'* even though we cannot be sure that in the medieval period the name desig-
nated a neighborhood as before, or was now just a toponym."”” And, consequently, it is uncer-
tain whether this street terminated at the entrance to the Acropolis or bifurcated, presumably
to serve the settlement on the southern slope.

Further to the north, in the area of the Kerameikos was preserved, in all probabil-

ity, something from the Valerianic (?) fortifications of the Sacred Gate and the Dipylon

140

Gate, vaguely referred to in the Praktikon as the ‘Epano porta’ (upper entrance).'*” However,

we are totally in the dark with regard to the street leading towards the ancient gate and
thence to Piracus. Excavation'*! in front of the Agricultural School established that the

Sacred Way was always in use and the medieval levels of the street have been identified.

133 Zachariadou (1994) 31, 32 and Parlama and Stampolidis, 137, 160.

134 As, for instance, in Pergamum. See K. Rheidt, Die Stadtgrabung 2: Die byzantinische Wohnstadt (Berlin 1991) 196 ff.,
205-219, pl. 4-8.

135 Zachariadou (1994) 31 n. 6; E. Hadjipouliou, ArchDelt 48 (1993) 35; Parlama and Stampolidis, 161 n. 11.

136 Saraga, Epyactpio, 263, 268, 273, 275, fig. 3, 264; P. Kalligas, Conference, 12 Nov. 2001.

137 Thompson and Scranton (1943) 368, fig. 63.

138 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 24, 38.

139 Mentioned in the Praktikon, 38, as «xopiov tqv KoiAnvs (‘The place Koile’).

140 Granstrem etal., op. cit., 26, 27, 35.The direct connection of the gate with «épyoia kticuatay (ancient buildings) indi-
cates that some ruins of the two entrances from antiquity (the Sacred Gate and Dipylon Gate) were still visible.

141 E. Baziotopoulou-Valavani, ArchDelt 40 (1985) B’ 32. ‘Both the retaining walls of the road are preserved . . . and give its
width, from 4.3 to 5 m’. See also L. Tsirigioti-Dracotou, ‘H Tepé 630¢ 1V pwpoikdv xpévev, in S. Vlizos (ed.), H AGiva
xatd. v Popaikn Emoys. IIpéopates avoxaldyels, vées Epevves (= Mouseio Benaki, 4th Supplement, Athens 2008)
311-324.
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The terrain clearly favored the preservation of the Sacred Way, which provided access to the
Daphni Monastery and Eleusis, and thence to Thebes and the Peloponnese.

Returning to the ancient Agora, we may note that the street running along the Post-Her-
ulian wall must have terminated high up at the entrance to the Acropolis, but whether the
latter communicated with the walled city, and how, are questions that we have yet to answer.'*?

We still await the publication of the extensive settlement that grew up over the ancient
Athenian Agora in the period under investigation, and our knowledge of its urban plan and
street network is sorely lacking. In section MuMv where there are ruins of houses from
two periods (ninth—tenth and twelfth centuries), the existence of two parallel streets run-
ning from north to south has been confirmed." Another street that survived as an exten-

sion of Asteroskopeiou Street'*

ran south of South Stoa I. Nothing has survived from the
Middle Byzantine houses that formed it, except a row of sixteen storage siroi that ran along
the southern edge of the ancient street opposite the southwestern fountain.'*® There is no
evidence to attest that the church of the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora was located at the
intersection of two medieval streets,'* unless we accept that the street that passed from the
Hypapante Gate (probably in the same position as the ancient Street of the Tripods) carried
on to the west.

Various sources provide further information about the streets in the ancient Agora, espe-
cially the excavation notebooks of the American School. The modern Hodos Eponymon-
Patousa, which no longer exists today, followed an ancient street along an oblique course that
terminated south of Asteroskopeiou Street. The medieval street followed the same course.
Another street in section X of the excavation ran parallel to the aforementioned street towards
the Post-Herulian wall of the Stoa of Attalos and was perhaps the same one which, running
southwards, merged with the Panathenaic Way. Yet another street with houses on either side
was discovered in section AA, perhaps the same one that was discovered in the adjacent sec-
tion MM.

The medieval remains found after 1980 in the part of the Agora site located north of the
cutting for the electric train have been fully published'*” and, consequently, we possess a com-
plete picture of a Middle Byzantine street that began at the Panathenaic Way and continued

along the course of the ancient street'® that passed between the Stoa Poikile and the Stoa

142 Whether the Beulé Gate belonged to the Valerianic or Post-Herulian wall remains an open question. As has already been
noted, whether there was direct access from the part of the city enclosed by the Post-Herulian wall has not been investi-
gated, but was probably not possible. It should simply be noted that the wall met the retaining wall of the Propylaia at the
northwest corner of the Acropolis (Frantz, Late Antiquity, 127, 128).

143 Shear (1937) 342. The dating of the houses on both sides of these streets, based on coins found here, is to c. 1100. They
were completely abandoned at the end of the thirteenth century. Travlos, who had direct information from the excavations,
believed that the Byzantine streets followed the ancient ones. Travlos, Tolgodopuki, 150, 156, 159.

144 Thompson (1968) 57, 58.

145 Thompson and Wycherley, 216.

146 Ibid.

147 Shear (1994) 50, 51, fig. 17; Shear and Camp (1992) 17, 18; Shear (1997) 521; Camp (1998) 51; Camp (2003) 241-246,
fig. 1-5.

148 The northern part of the same street was found during an old rescue excavation at the plot on 11 Astingos Street. See
Vanderpool, Roads, 295297, fig. 3.
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of the Herms in a northward direction. According to the excavators, the street was in use
from the fifth century B.C. until the fifteenth century and its course was investigated as far as
Astingos Street.'*” Opposite the little, single-aisled chapel, another small street began to be
revealed at an angle to the aforementioned street, ™ and there was yet another parallel street
to the northeast. Further castwards, in section BH, another street was brought to light, paral-
lel to the central one and underneath the modern Astingos Street.

The publication of this systematic excavation has provided us with a very good picture of
the surface of the streets running through a densely built area on the north side of the Agora
in Middle Byzantine Athens. The street shows signs of slight variations in its width and suc-
cessive layers of well-laid gravel under which small drain-off cesspits were discovered. And
in two cases, water from the interior courtyards of two houses was channeled into cesspits

through closed conduits. 1ol

Water supply in medieval Athens

The shortage of water that was a feature of life in Athens during the classical period seems to
have been shared by the medieval city too. Archacological investigation indicates the constant
exploitation of the few natural resources, as well as the constant effort invested in the collec-
tion and storage of rainwater in cisterns and a variety of other rainwater receptacles.

As is the case still today, there were several springs, mainly during the winter months.
Already from the ancient period, the aforementioned Kallirrhoe spring in the Ilissos valley fed
two large open reservoirs cut into the live rock"” and seems to have provided enough water
to serve the industrial installations of the Middle Byzantine period, including probably soap
makers and tanneries. No fountain with a reservoir for drinking water has been discovered.

The Ilissos riverbed had changed over the course of the medieval period," and it is clear that

154

it was a torrent"" with rushing waters during the winter making it useless for all intents and

purposes.
There were other natural springs known from antiquity around the Acropolis. The Klepsy-

dra, located in a natural cave on the north side of the Acropolis rock, " had been transformed

149 Ibid.

150 See Camp (2003) 242, fig. 1.

151 Ibid.

152 Travlos, Dictionary, 114, fig. 154 (nos. 155 a, B), 204, figs. 268, 292, fig. 380.

153 Idem, 114, fig. 154.

154 Spon and Wheler, among the first Western Europeans to conduct a scientific exploration of Athens, classified both the
Ilissos and Eridanos as torrents. ]. Spon, Voyage d’ Italie de Dalmatie et du Levant, 2 (Lyon 1678) 121. In a letter to Michael
Choniates, Euthymios Malakes notes that ‘there is no water in the fountains (or springs?) of the city of Athens, nor in the
rivers and streams . . " (K&v youv 034tV ot kpovvol tdv ABnvaiov molv E&EMmov, Kiv Totauol Kol midakeg
ameyvynoay . . .); see K. Bonis, EbOvuiov 10d Maidkn, Tt cclbueva (Athens 1937) 38 ff. Choniates agrees: ‘The rivers
abandon the parks, the springs the vegetable gardens, Kallirrhoe its bed” (EméAmov tovg mapadeicovg oi motapuoi, Tég
Aoyavetog ot kpfjvar, TV Kodlppony t6 peidpov . . .) (Lambros, Xowwvidtng, 2 26).

155 Travlos, Dictionary, 325-331; T. Tanoulas, "YdpowAikd &pya otV Bopetodutikn meproyn tig Akpomoing, Apyaio
Elnviri Teyvoloyia, Ipaxtixd 10v Aie@vois Zvvedpiov (Thessaloniki 1997) 558559 and especially A. W. Parsons,
Klepsydra and the paved court of the Pythion, Hesperia 12 (1943) 191 ff. See above all figs. 19, 20, 31-33.
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by the late third century with the introduction of stairs, vaulted constructions and a flat
area from which one could draw water that collected lower down. The Klepsydra played an
important role when the Acropolis was under siege, until the time when the large reservoir
of the Propylaia was constructed."”® Consequently, it was probably in the eighth century that
a secondary reservoir, at a lower level and built up against the Post-Herulian wall,"”” began to

be fed by the Klepsydra. The spring was later transformed into a chapel known by the name of
158

the Hagioi Apostoloi sta marmara (‘Holy Apostles at the Marbles’)"* and still later, during the

Frankish occupation, it was incorporated in the fortifications of the Acropolis. The Mycenaean
spring in the Aglauros Cave'” did not function in the Middle Byzantine period.
The south slope of the Acropolis is watered by still another spring, that in the Asklepicion,

which was transformed into the holy water shrine of a three-aisled Early Christian basilica,

consecrated to the Hagioi Anargyroi, Sts Kosmas and Damianos. '*’

The aforementioned Eridanos River also became a winter torrent, and its bed seems to have

t.lél

followed approximately the course of today’s Mitropoleos Stree One section ran under-

ground and reemerged in the area of the Kerameikos, near the Pompeion. We mention it here
in the context of water resources since in this location, too, we find industrial installations,
this time for ceramics,'* which required a bountiful supply of water.

It has been established that the Hadrianic aqueduct, an important technical achievement in

antiquity,'*’ did not function in the Middle Byzantine period'®* since a significant part of it was

165

covered with earth,'® especially the section closest to the city. The aqueduct’s great vaulted

reservoir at the foot of Mt Lykabettos, with a capacity of approximately 500 cubic meters, was
at some point converted to a church,'* and it was later allowed to deteriorate and was finally
demolished. Part of its impressive fagade stood until 1778.'*" In all likelihood, the Hadrianic
reservoir had no connection with the water supply of the medieval city.

A result of the Hadrianic aqueduct’s obsolescence was that there were no large public cis-
terns, and neither were there fountains to provide for the needs of the city’s inhabitants, as
existed in Constantinople or Thessalonica. The known reservoirs of Athens were, therefore,
essential for both the citadel’s defense and the collection of rainwater.

156 Tanoulas, op. cit., 565.

157 Idem, 563, fig. 7.

158 Xyngopoulos, Mynpueio. AOnv@v, 103; Barkas et al., KAitdg, 14; E. Breton, Athénes décrite et dessinée (Paris 1862) 182, had
seen the place when the murals were still intact and supposed that they belong to the tenth century. The monument will be
discussed again.

159 Travlos, Dictionary, 72-75.

160 J. Travlos, 'H maiatoypiotiaviky Pactiiki tod Ackinmeiov t@dv ABnV@V, ArchEph 78-80 (1939/41) 35-68.The
hagiasma (holy water source) functioned during the Middle Ages.

161 Threpsiadis (1960). Excavation of the street block of the Ministry of Education, 26-27.

162 K. Kuebler, Mitteilungen aus dem Kerameikos 1V, 4M 53 (1928) 181-183.

163 Travlos, Dictionary, 242, 243.

164 The view that the ancient aqueduct was in use during the medieval period (Bouras, City, 628 n. 131; idem, Aspects, 525)
is not correct. The preserved northern part of it was extended in the Ottoman period to bring water to the city.

165 A. Kordellas, A7 A0ijvou é€eralouevor 6mo dopaviixny éxoyry (Athens 1879) 78 ff.

166 1Ibid., 86 and 108. The cistern was rebuilt between 1870 and 1880.

167 Demolished by the Turkish governor Haseki, who used the stones to build a new enclosure around the city (1778). Some

time before, Stuart and Revett, as well as Le Roy and others, had made measured drawings of the monument.
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We know that there were at least

eleven water reservoirs on the Acrop-

olis, most of which are not preserved -8

today. They were usually rectangular, |

”"tf*"ﬂ'w

covered by barrel vaulting and carved |’|

out of the live rock, which was plas-

tered with hydraulic mortar. Unfor-

tunately, they cannot be dated because
the documentation made before they
were destroyed was so basic. In most

cases all we have is a rough sketch
168

plan.

Consequently, we do not

know whether the reservoirs — with Figure 16 Acropolis. The Parthenon, the great medieval cistern

the exception of those on the east side and the unidentified Byzantine building, Reconstructive
of the Parthenon — were constructed drawing, M. Korres.
in our period or whether they were
still in use during that time.

The Propylaia cistern located in the re-entrant angle between the central building and the
Pinakotheke is believed to be Justinianic.'® Measuring 16 X 12 meters, it collected rainwater

from the Acropolis via a system of sloping surfaces and channels'™ dating to the pre-classical

171

period. A system of arches and vaults'” was supported by three piers and four pilasters on top

172

of which was a flat roof. The cistern was in use'” until the Greek War of Independence and

was demolished in 1885."*There were another two small cisterns built up against the east side
of the large one. On the south side of the Propylaia’s main building was yet another cistern,
whose inner dimensions measured 1.80 X 1.30 meters.

A large vaulted cistern (Fig. 16) collected water from the Parthenon and was built in
front of its west side,'”* measuring 23 meters in length and 6.5 meters in width. It had been
destroyed before Kavvadias’s excavations, and we have no information about its design. Most
likely we should not identify with this lost large cistern a wall with a blind arcade that could
be considered its aboveground section and appears in some old illustrations.'” The wall in

question is much later in date.

168 Sketch drawings by W. Doerpfeld and G. Kawerau of the findings of the excavation by Kavvadias are published by J. Bund-
gaard, The Excavation of the Athenian Acropolis (Copenhagen 1974).

169 T.Tanoulas, op. cit., 559, fig. 7, 8. Related bibliography at 566 nn. 12 and 13. See also Tanoulas, Tporbloua, 141.

170 T.Tanoulas, The Premnesiclean Cistern on the Athenian Acropolis, AM 107 (1992) 199-215, pl. 45-56, foldout pl. 11 and 12.

171 Plan and section of the cistern, in Tanoulas, /Ipomdiaia, pl. fig. 55, 58.

172 Three phases of repairs to the cistern could be distinguished (T. Tanoulas, "Y dpawAticd £pya., op. cit., 559), one of which
may be Middle Byzantine.

173 Ibid., 565 and n. 13.

174 Korres, HapBevaovag, 150, 151, figs. 15, 16, 17. According to Kokkou, Mépiuva., 164, the dimensions of the cistern were
112 X 18 X 10 feet.

175 C. Spetsieri-Beschi, Il pittore bellunese Ippolito Caffi in Grecia (Belluno 2005) 34—35; eadem, La Grecia nelle imagine di Giovanni
Renica (Brescia 2004) pl. 25;A. Kokkou (ed.), Athag y1é tic taidiwtikés évionwoeis tod BA. Ntafiiviwe (Athens 2004)
pl. 10. K. Pittakis demolished the cistern in order to expose to view the Parthenon crepis.
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g = Research carried out by Korres'” has

- 4 . _—shown how the system collected rainwater

from the roof of the large church. Channels

set around the perimeter at the level of the

&\\\\\\&\\\X \\\ “\m@ \\\§ cornice funneled rainwater into relatively

small reservoirs on either side of the sanc-

tuary’s three-sided apse,'”” which dates to
the twelfth century. The southern reservoir
was open-air while the northern one had a
vaulted roof. From there, via channels cut
in the marble floor of the side ptera, the
Figure 17 Acropolis. Plan and two sections of a cistern, ~ rainwater reached the southwest corner of
west of the Erechtheion. the church and thence the large cistern.

It has been conjectured that another water reservoir was constructed beneath the raised
bema of the Parthenon.'” In the fill of the so-called ‘Byzantine building’ to the west of the
church and almost in contact with the south wall there was a small cistern,'” measuring
1.50 X 2.0 meters.

In a photograph' from 1870, parts of a water reservoir in front of the Erechtheion are
visible."! The section aboveground was partially destroyed; it faced eastwards and was cov-
ered with a barrel vault and brick construction. Still another small reservoir (Fig. 17) (appr.
3.30 X 5.50 m), which has lost only its barrel vaulting, is preserved near the north wall of
the Acropolis.

We do not know where the water came from that fed the two large cisterns on the south
slope of the Acropolis,'® behind the retaining wall of the Stoa of Eumenes and situated at its

183

approximate center. The larger of the two'® (Fig. 18) is preserved in fine condition with only

the cast-facing front of the section that rises aboveground showing signs of damage. Its internal
dimensions are 10 X 6.30 meters, with a maximum height of 7.30 meters and capacity of at least 300
cubic meters. Up to a height of 4.25 meters, the interior has hard hydraulic mortar render on
all sides and its floor is paved with clay tiles."* The construction technique of the barrel vaulting

is of interest, consisting of inclined rings of brick set at a 30-degree angle without the use of

176 M. Korres, Nedtepa ototyeio yid tov [aphevova kai thv Akpomoin kotd tov Mesaiova, Madnua Eupadiveemg
616 EMIT (Athens 1987-1988) Ileptiijyeig, 18 ff. For a plan of the Acropolis with all the cisterns, see M. Korres, The
History of the Acropolis Monuments, in R. Economakis (ed.), Acropolis Restoration (London 1994) 50.

177 Described by the Ottoman traveler Evliya Celebi (ibid.). For restored drawings of the two cisterns see Korres,
IMapbevavag, 147, fig. 13.

178 Korres, [TapOevmvag, 148 n. 71, 72. Mentioned by Spon and Wheler. See ibid., 149

179 ]. Bundgaard, op. cit., pl. 193 and 130 a.

180 M. Greenberg (ed.), Antiquity and Photography (Los Angeles 2005) 124, photograph by P. Moraitis.

181 ].Travlos believed that there was yet another cistern, this one located inside, in the corner east of the north prostasis of the
Erechtheion (Travlos, A0fjvai, 723).

182 A section of the two cisterns is included in the general plan of the Acropolis and the south slope by M. Korres, History, op.
cit., 50.

183 Platon (1964) 23, 24, fig. 1 (two plans and two sections).

184 Square ceramic slabs, similar to those in the great cistern of the Propylaia.
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Figure 18 The Byzantine cistern in the vicinity of the
Asklepicion. Two sections. (M. Philippa and
N. Platon, 1964.)

centering, from west to east," leaving
a small opening at the center for draw-
ing out water. Despite its good state of
preservation, the cistern is not easy to
date because, on the one hand, similar,
precisely dated monuments do not exist
in Greece and, on the other hand, the
mode of construction and materials used
are common from the sixth to the thir-
teenth centuries. If we accept that these
great storchouses of water played a role
in the city’s defense in time of siege, their
dating would depend on the limits of the
fortifications on the south side of the city,
in every chronological period.

However, on the south slope there are
also other small cisterns, such as those of
the Asklepieion]86 and the so-called ‘little
cistern’ slightly further to the south.'¥
Two cisterns for the collection of rainwa-
ter were found (and destroyed) in front
of the western parodos of the Odeon of
Herodes Atticus,'s® another at the level
of the diazoma and still another measur-
ing 10 meters in length and 1.5 meters in
depth constructed in the skene. It is likely
that these were connected with industrial

189

activities'® that went on the cavea of the

Odecon in the medieval period, a subject to which we will return later. But finally, we should

mention another cistern, this one found in the orchestra of the Theatre of Dionysos.

190

185 In the longitudinal section (ibid., 23) the rings of the bricks are shown by mistake as vertical instead of oblique.
186 Platon (1965) 30, fig. 6; J. Travlos, 'H moAaioypiotioviky facthkh tod AckAnmieiov, ArchEph 78-80 (1939/41) with

plan on p. 39, fig. 4. The date of construction for these cisterns remains unknown.

187 Platon (1965) 28.

188 K. Pittakis, ITepi 10D ‘Qdeiov Hpddov 10D Attikcod, Prake 14 (1858/59) 1711 and 1849, 13 ff. Without being docu-

mented first, the cisterns and all other remains of medieval buildings were removed in order to facilitate the excavation of

the lower strata.

189 A small cistern in the court in front of the Library of Hadrian may have served similar activities, see Choremi (1993) 12-13.

This cistern was dated by the excavator to a later period.

190 A. Roussopoulos, Avackagai 0edtpov Atovicov, ArchEph 17 (1862) col. 210, pl. M’ (drawing by E. Ziller). The cistern

was demolished.
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The two cisterns visible still today just before the ascent to the Odeon are much older and
were clearly not in use during the Middle Byzantine period, because houses were built over
the fill that had engulfed them."'

Cisterns, the very large ceramic vessels or egg-shaped chambers identified as pithoi, and
wells constituted the private means of supplying water in medieval Athens. These have been
discovered in excavations in the context of the remains of houses, making it nearly certain
that Athenians in the period under examination had found these solutions to their immediate
problems of water quality and its effects on their health. Unfortunately, the study of these
finds is hampered by the general weakness of their chronology due to the manner in which
they were excavated and published. It should be noted that storage jars built into the pavement
and masonry pithos-shaped chambers are a regular feature in Middle Byzantine Athens, even
though we do not know whether they were used for the collection of rainwater. Moreover,
there has never been a systematic study of this type of pottery.

Certainly many of the hundreds of impermeable pithoi discovered in Athens were used
for the collection of water from either wells or roofs. It remains unknown how rainwater
was channeled into these closed containers, except perhaps in the case of one pithos, found
in a house near the Odeon of Herodes Atticus, in which channels for receiving rainwater are
discernable. In the Agora and elsewhere have been discovered wells, sometimes deep, which
were clearly in use during the Middle Byzantine period. The wells were the subject of sys-
tematic archacological study as the result of which it was discovered that many went back to
antiquity in origin and retained the familiar clay rings in their lower parts (as in the case, for
example, of at least three found in section A), above which were found sections in masonry
and above that Byzantine extension of the well walls to accommodate changes in the adjacent
ground level. Many of the wells were sealed during the tenth to twelfth centuries, and many
also preserve, at different levels, either intact or broken vessels that had been used for drawing
water. It is also worth mentioning in this context one reservoir (4.20 X 4.20 m) discovered
in section H and another with a vaulted roof found in section KK near the Theseion, and also
wells in the so-called industrial area west of the Acropolis.

The publication of Middle Byzantine finds in sections BE, BZ and BH in the area of the
Stoa Poikile, a representative section of the Middle Byzantine Agora, sheds further light on
the subject of water supply.'”” Two circular reservoirs were discovered, measuring 1.75 and
2.00 meters and approximately 1.30 meters deep, although it is unknown whether they were
covered or not. In the same area a large number of the standard pithoi, both ceramic and
masonry,'” and wells were found, one of which (J.3.4) was found with its circular marble
wellhead, dating to the Hellenistic period and here in secondary use. It is of great interest
that one well, located in the medieval street that ran more or less under the modern Astin-

gos Street, was in fact a public well (K.1.2). The fact that three drain-off cesspits'** were

191 Miliadis, Avockoon, 7, fig. 1; Vavylopoulou, Kepapuukd, 128-130; Brouskari, Avockogég, 100, 106, 111.
192 Camp (2003) 242247,

193 Ibid., drawing no. 1, 242, points p and b respectively.

194 Ibid., Cesspits, point b in the same drawing.
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embedded in the road that ran between the houses shows that there may have been sanitation
problems.

Excavators in the former area of the Makrygianni barracks'”’

investigated thirty-seven wells
dating from antiquity, five of which had been filled in during the Middle Byzantine period.
Material discovered inside two wells and one bell-shaped cistern suggests that they were in
use in that period. In addition, an unusual double well of uncertain date was found to the
west of the Asklepieion. '

No public baths dating to our period have been located in Athens. The Roman bath on
Amalias Avenue'”’ returned to use in the Middle Byzantine period, but not as a bath. It may
have been used instead as a warchouse for goods, or perhaps as a shop. The obsolescence of
the Hadrianic aqueduct would clearly have limited the operation of the city’s baths or, if they
indeed existed, bathhouses might also have resorted to water from reservoirs or rainwater

cisterns. The complaints lodged by Michael Choniates'”®

against the bathing conditions of
Kea, where he had taken refuge after 1205, suggest that the situation in Athens was clearly
superior. It is not known whether the baths included in the property surrendered to the Latin

archbishop of Athens'”” in 1208 were located within the city.

Points of reference in the medieval city

The most significant connection between the medieval city of Athens and the modern city is
their shared ancient architectural heritage: the ruined buildings from Graeco-Roman antiq-
uity that both then as now were visible in the city and its environs. These buildings may also
have served in the past as reference points for the city’s inhabitants, even though they were as
yet completely unknown elsewhere in the empire and further afield.

Indeed, interest in the physical remains from antiquity arose only later,”” while the myth
of the golden city of Athens was preserved primarily in ancient written sources. The com-
plete indifference of the Byzantines in our period concerning whatever may have survived
from the period before Constantine the Great has been noted by modern scholars, and not
only in the case of Athens.”" This same indifference has been observed with regard to the

conservation of ancient monuments too.?%?

195 S. Eleutheratou, ArchDelt 52 (1997) B’ 34, 35, pl. 20. For one more cistern in a plot on Thiseos Street, see V. Orphanou,
ArchDelt 48 (1993) B’ 37.

196 Platon (1964) 34, 35, fig. 10. Near the south stylobate of the basilica one more well was found. See ]. Travlos, ‘H
nodooxpioTiavikh BociAk, op. cit., fig. 4 point @. About the wells found in the arca of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus,
see Vavylopoulou, Kepapiikd, 136.

197 Parlama and Stampolidis, 137, phot. £ 134. The ruins of a Roman bath found in Makrygianni Street area were also reused for
industrial purposes. See Eleutheratou (2000) 287 n. 3, 291-293.

198 Lambros, Xwvidtng, B’ 235, 623.

199 Among the buildings mentioned in the letter of Pope Innocent IIl we find balnea (baths).

200 Most important is the description of the ancient monuments of Athens by J. Spon and G. Wheler (1672).

201 C. Mango, Antique Statuary and Byzantine Beholder, DOP 17 (1963) 67-70; Kaldellis (2009) 178—191.

202 C. Mango, Byzantine attitudes to the conservation of Monuments, Casabella 581 (1991) 68 ff., passim; Kaldellis (2009)
ibid.
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Thanks to archacology and our knowledge of ancient architectural forms, it is possible
today to make reconstructions of monuments and entire ancient built environments, as well
as estimations of what has been irrevocably lost. However, in addition to disasters known to
us through our surviving written sources, there were many others before the tenth to twelfth
century about which we do not possess written evidence. The Athenian environment had
already been seriously changed before our period. Entire architectural features, such as the
inner colonnade of the Library of Hadrian and of the Stoa of Eumenes™’ had disappeared,
almost without trace, and the same occurred at the Olympieion” and in the interior of the
so-called Theseion.”” In just a few instances Athenian collective memory associated individu-
als with monuments, as in the case of the Olympicion, for instance, which was known as

2

‘Hadrian’s Palace’,” or the choregic monument of Lysikrates, remembered as the ‘Lantern

of Demosthenes’.?"”

The attitude of Michael Choniates is typical of the disposition of Byzantine intellectuals
towards antiquities. In his letters he refers to various Athenian monuments™ by name without
ever describing any of them. As Spyridon Lambros™” observed, ‘he does not have anything
in particular in mind” when he makes these references. He writes not a word about the art
and grandcur of the Parthenon, except for calling it ‘very beautiful’ (TTepwaidéc), ‘Virginal’

210

(MopBevikév) or a ‘very beautiful palace’ (Hepucariés aviktopov)*'® which was ‘delivered from

the tyranny of the pseudo-virgin Athena’.”'" In other words, he expressed himself ‘only in
general expressions of theological enthusiasm’.”'* And when he mentions the Acropolis, the
Heliaea, the Long Walls, the Peripatos, the Stoa, the Lantern of Demosthenes,”” he does
not delve into the exact details of these monuments’ location in the city where he resided,
but refers instead to the ancient texts he had read. Even the ancient inscriptions that were
accessible at that time (such as on the Arch of Hadrian, in the Roman Agora and on the Post-
Herulian entrance to the Acropolis) did not attract his attention.

Some of the monuments that visitors to Athens from the fifteenth century onwards would
have seen no longer survive today but were clearly still standing in the tenth to twelfth centu-
ries. On his sojourn in Athens in 1436, Cyriac of Ancona copied inscriptions (now no longer

203 The marble of these two monuments is imported, not the local Pentelic marble. The origin can be recognized even in small
fragments. See Threpsiadis, ArchDelt 17 (1961-62) B 26.

204 Only 16 of the 104 giant columns of the temple are now in place. The monument has been in its present state since 1675.

205 Travlos, Dictionary, 262.

206 The name the Athenians related to J. Spon and G. Wheler; see Voyage d’ Italie, de Dalmacie, de Gréce et du Levant (Lyons 1678)
B’ 168. The direct association between the emperor’s name and the temple survived as late as 1675.

207 As Cyriac of Ancona was informed by the Athenians in 1436. See below n. 214.

208 Called by Choniates ‘€vapyf| yvopicpata’ (clear marks) of the place.

209 Lambros, Xeoviarng, B’ 451.

210 Ibid., A’ 105,A’ 369 and B’ 527, B’ 99 respectively.

211 Ibid.,A’ 104.

212 Ibid., 451. See also the remarks by Herrin, Organisation, 136, 137.

213 Ibid., A’ 97. It is remarkable that Choniates, faithful to the text of Plutarch, Anpoc6£évng, B. Perrin ed. (London 1959) VII
3and VI 4, 18, 20, mentions a AUYVOG (oil lamp) and not a @avdg (lantern), common usage among contemporary native
Athenians.
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extant) from statue bases in the Library of Hadrian?"* and the Olympicion,’*and others from
216

the Philopappos”'® monument. His antiquarian activity is testimony to the inscriptions’ pres-
ervation at that time in better, if not perfect, condition in comparison with today.’'” The
roughly contemporary text known as the Vienna Anonymous,”® The Theaters and Schools of
Athens (dated 1466), cannot be trusted on account of its interjection of famous names from
antiquity and misunderstandings about the buildings that survived. The writings by Niccolo
da Martoni (1395)”"” and Urbano Bolzanio (1466)”* likewise have little material to offer the
present study, and the same can be said of the first systematic census of antiquities, conducted
in the second Venetian period,”" but limited to the obvious monuments.

The last seriously destructive acts against the city’s antiquities™” are not of direct relevance
to the current inquiry.

What follows is an annotated catalogue of the ancient monuments that were visible in the
period that concerns us here. Comments about the condition in which they were preserved
in the tenth to twelfth centuries are provided, along with references to discussion in other
chapters of this study, where relevant.

The monuments of the Athenian Acropolis, prominent and visible from everywhere in the
city, have been systematically studied on account of their supreme artistic and archacological
value. However, their medieval history presents significant gaps, including in our knowledge
of their condition during that time. Thanks to studies by Michaelis,*”’ Deichmann,’** Trav-

225

los*** and others,”* information about the successive forms of the Christian Parthenon have

multiplied and have made it possible to create convincing reconstructions of what the build-
ing looked like in the Middle Byzantine period. In the twelfth century, the Church oversaw
the repair of the Parthenon as the cathedral of Athens and an important pilgrimage site. This
project and the adjustments made to the monument’s interior at this time will be discussed

later in the context of the city’s Middle Byzantine churches.

214 E.W. Bodnar, Athens in April 1436, II, Archaeologia 23, 3 (1970) 190.

215 Ibid., 195.

216 Ibid., 199. Bodnar supposed that the monument in 1436 was intact, in view of the position of the inscriptions on it.

217 M. Korres believes that long before 1436 parts of the monument had been demolished so that its marble could be used in
the staircase for the opisthonaos of the Parthenon. Korres, I[TapOevavag, 148.

218 Comte de Laborde, Athénes aux XVe, XVie et XVlle siécles, 1 (Paris 1854) 19.

219 L. Legran, Relation du pelerinage a Jerusalem de Nicolas de Martoni, notaire Italien, Revue de I’ Orient Latin 3 (1895) 568;
J- M. Paton, Mediaeval and RenaissanceVisitors to Greek Lands (Princeton 1951) 182.

220 Anonymous of Milan, in J. M. Paton, op. cit., 177. Sce also H. Thompson, The Odeon in the Athenian Agora, Hesperia 19
(1950) 138.

221 L. Beschi, Una descrizione delle antichita di Atene del 1687, RendLinc IX, 13 (2002) 323-372.

222 These are the explosion of the Parthenon (1687), the building of the new enclosure by Hascki (1778), the removal of the
sculptures by Lord Elgin (1805) and the damage suffered during the Greek Revolution (1821-1827).

223 A. Michaelis, Der Parthenon (Leipzig 1871).

224 E.W. Deichmann, Die Basilica im Parthenon, AM 6364 (1938-39) 127-139.

225 Travlos, Dictionary, 445, 456, 457; Travlos, A0jjvar, 722, 723; idem, 'H moproincig tod Ilapbevidvog vmd tdV
‘Epoviov kai 1 émokeu} Tov Kotd 1006 xpdvovg Tod avtokpdtopog Toviovod, ArchEph 112 (1973) 218-236.

226 Korres, ITopOevarv (1983); idem, [lapOevavag, 144-151; idem, ZopPfoAn) omv perém tod ypiotiovikod [apbevava,
in Sov Zoumoaiov tijc Xpiotiovikijc Apyaioloyixijc Etaipeiog (1985) 36-38; idem, Die Explosion des Parthenon (Berlin
1990); idem, Parthenon. The History of the Acropolis Monuments, in R. Economakis (ed.), Acropolis Restoration, op. cit.,

]

48-51; Norré, Parthenon; M. Pavan, Lavventura del Partenone. Un monumento nella storia (Firenze 1983).
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The general appearance of the Parthenon had not changed in any fundamental way since
its consecration as a Christian church in the course of the fifth and sixth centuries. As is well
known, after the great fire of the third or fourth century, the peristyle remained unroofed, and
later the intercolumniations were filled in with walls, in order to create an ambulatory. A large
part of the sculpture decoration was destroyed, the main entrance was opened on the western
end, and substantial alterations were made to the eastern end by the creation of a large sanctu-
ary apse. Over the course of the tenth to twelfth centuries, small changes to the exterior were
also made: the stairwell (still extant) in the opisthonaos that ascended like a watchtower”” or

228 above the roof was erected, as well as another structure’”’ with an unknown func-

bell tower
tion that was built above the west pediment. Consequently, the common claim that the Great
Temple was ‘untouched’ from antiquity until the explosion in 1687 is not at all true.

We know almost nothing about the condition of the Erechtheion in the medieval period.
Travlos conjectured that the monument retained until the Ottoman period”® the shape of
a three-aisled basilica with a wooden roof that it had acquired in the Early Christian period
and that, like the Parthenon, it was dedicated to the Mother of God.””' With the exception
of the sanctuary apse that was built in the position of the main entrance, the Erechtheion
retained its exterior form, pcrhaps unchangcd from antiquity to the Middle Byzantine pcriod.
Because it housed the governor’s harem, foreign visitors in the latter part of Ottoman rule
were not allowed to visit or even draw the Erechtheion. We do not know, for example, when
the intercolumniation on the northern prostasis was walled in, as it is depicted in the water-
color made by Atkins in 1801. If indeed the origin of an ornate architrave of an icon screen
was the Erechtheion,””” one could reasonably assume that either a repair was made, or some
new decoration added to the monument in the twelfth century and, consequently, that the
building continued to serve as a church until that time.

The ancient form of the temple of Athena Nike, except for the likely replacement of its
original wooden roof and the destruction of its pedimental sculptures, does not seem to
have been modified.”” Various cuttings in the stylobate and on the walls of the cella point to
the probable existence of doors™ and perhaps a wooden floor in the interior, although these

227 A. Xyngopoulos, ‘O peconovikdg mopyog tod IMapBev@vog ArchEph 99 (1960) 1-16; M. Korres, Tlupbevavag,
148-151, fig, 16.

228 Ch. Barla, Mopgij kai éE€Aicic t@v folavtivddy kwdwvootacioy (Athens 1959) 11, 12.

229 Korres, [TapBevavag, 148—151.

230 L.D. Caskey, G. Ph. Stevens, J.M. Paton and H.N. Fowler, The Erechtheum (Cambridge, MA 1927) 492-573; G. Sotiriou,
Mecouwvikd Mvnuelo ABnv@v, in EMME A 1, 43, 44; Travlos, Ilolgodouixn, 137, 138; Travlos, Dictionary, 216,
fig, 279; Travlos, AOfvai, 723, 724.

231 G. Sotiriou, op. cit., without sound information about the name. Based on certain grafitti, Antonin supposed that in later
times the temple was dedicated to the Holy Trinity. See Antonin (1874) 38, 39, nos. 1-3, pl.14.

232 G. Sotiriou, op.cit., 43, 44, fig. 30; idem, Odnydg, 29, 30, fig. 12; M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, Twnta tod Bolovtivod
Movaeiov AOnv@v (Athens 1999) 180, 181, n. 250; Bouras, Naodopia, 43, 567. Heavy marble pancls, dating cither to
the early Christian or Justinianic period, are still in situ. G. Sotiriou, op. cit., 44, fig. 29.

233 Description of the temple by J. Spon and G. Wheler, op. cit., 137-139.

234 Tanoulas, [Ipomdioua, 234236 (figs. 294-307) 286.
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features cannot be dated. Recent research
has shown that in the late Middle Byzantine
period” the building was surrounded by a
wall that followed the outline of the Nike

tower and closed two of the three interco-

lumniations of the facade. On its east side

the wall formed a small open-air courtyard
with rainwater receptacles. About how

the Nike temple was used in the medieval

period, we are left completely in the dark.
The Propylaia from the late third century

to the modern period has been the subject

of systematic study by T. Tanoulas,”* who

also drew up the plans for its reconstruc-

tion at various phases based on the written s AR bk

—_— T. TANDYAAT

sources, direct archacological evidence and

a significant number of depictions from the  Figure 19 Propylaia. The Pinakotheke converted to the

seventeenth century onwards bishop’s residence in the medieval period, cast—

Stud £ th .. hacolosical west section (with the Justinianic cistern to the
udy o € surviving - archacologica right) and north—south section. Reconstructive

traces, together with our scant pre-1436 tex- drawing, T. Tanoulas.

tual evidence,”” has led to the conclusion that

in the Middle Byzantine period the Propylaia was still preserved in very good condition, with the
ancient character of the monumental entrance to the Acropolis unmodified.” Certain changes
of a functional nature”” were limited to the north wing, the Pinakotheke. Its intercolumniations

were filled in with a wall, a floor divided the Pinakotheke into two levels (Fig. 19), internal

partitions were constructed, and stairs were fitted to allow access to the upper floor.”*’

Changes were not made in the south wing of the Propylaia, but it is believed that a chapel
dedicated to the Archangels™ (a few traces of which still survive) had already been con-

structed there by our period. In the north re-entrant angle located east of the Pinakotheke and

242

on top of a large cistern, a single-aisled chapel was built in the twelfth century,”* the remains

of which were recorded’” in 1864 before their demolition.

235 Idem., drawing no 55 (plan).

236 Tanoulas, [IpomdAaias; idem, The Propylaea of the Acropolis at Athens, JdI 102 (1987) 413-483.

237 Cyriac of Ancona. See Tanoulas, Tpordlaia, 40, 41.

238 The main access along the central axis from the Beulé Gate was preserved, as well as the great ancient steps, partially cov-
ered with earth, and, in good condition, the west, hexastyle prostasis of the Propylaea.

239 Perhaps for the residence of the metropolitan. See above p. 9 n. 57.

240 Tanoulas, [Ipordlaia., 280285, drawings no 55-59.

241 Travlos, A6ijvou, col. 724; idem, [loleodouikij, 138 n. 5.

242 Bouras, Naodopia, 33-36. Tanoulas, [Ipordloia, 204, dated the chapel to the thirteenth century and classified it in the
program of De la Roche works, but with insufficient arguments. Travlos held the same opinion as Tanoulas. See Abijvou, op.
cit., col. 742.

243 Drawings by L.F. Boitte. See the exhibition catalogue Paris — Rome — Athenes (Paris 1982) 204-322, drawings 4 and 10;
Bouras, Naodouio, 11, 12.
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Everyone entering the Acropolis did so via the large hypostyle area of the main Propylaia
building, which explains the great amount of graffitti on the columns and walls.”** The most
reasonable view is that, for reasons of security, only the middle of the entrance’s five apertures
remained open during the Middle Byzantine period and that the other four had been walled
in.”* It remains unknown when the walls were constructed between the columns in both the
hypostyle area and the western Doric prostasis as attested in older depictions.

On the outside, the Temple of Hephaistos and Athena, better known as the “Theseion’, was
preserved in very fine condition during the Middle Byzantine period, except for the addition
of a sanctuary apse and the loss of its pedimental sculptures. Damage to the cast pediment
occurred much later.”*® By contrast, in the interior the cella was completely destroyed, includ-
ing its pavement, the original wooden roof was replaced and the pair of columns in the pronaos
removed.’*” Many archaeological problems resulted, and will be treated elsewhere.

The Thescion, situated on the Agoraios Kolonos hill, was the dominant feature of the new
Middle Byzantine neighborhood of the Agora in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The tem-
ple had been consecrated as a church in the Early Christian(?) period™ and in medieval times
was used as the katholikon of the monastery of Hagios Georgios, known to us from the cor-
respondence of Michael Choniates™ and the papal letter” of 1209. We cannot exclude the
possibility that for a certain period during the so-called Dark Ages it was completely aban-

252

doned.”' There are a large number of graves in its floor pavement”? and others around the

building already from the twelfth century,”>* while in the pre-revolutionary period the space

was given over to burials of foreigners.”**

We have already mentioned that cighty-eight of the Olympieion’s gigantic columns as well as its
entire upper structure’® were pilfered or destroyed, certainly already before the mid-seventeenth
century and possibly even before the period under investigation here. The little structure of

vague date that survived until 1870 atop the epistyle of two columns probably belonged to the

244 Tanoulas, [Ipordiaue, 284 n. 20-25; Antonin, op. cit., 32--37, nos. 1-21; K. Konstantopoulos, Atop0&ceig €ig fulovivég
EMypa@ag Tdv ABnvdv, Bolavtic 1 (1909) 108-113, nos. I-V; idem, Ayvwotog €v ABvoug Aowudg, Harmonia 1
(1900) 110-111; A. Avramea and T. Tanoulas, T yapdayuota t@v [Ipomviaiwv, Yov Zvuroaiov tijc Xpiotiavikijc
Apyoroloyikiic Etaupeiog (1989) 21-22.

245 Because the door panels of the gates were the weakest parts of the defense. Kekaumenos, 27p0tyiiov, Strategikon, op. cit., 121.

246 A. Orlandos, I107e kai 416 moiovg KaTeaTPAPN TO AVATOMKOV GETmUO ToD Onoeiov, Néa Eotio 830 (1962) 144-147.

247 In order to build there the apse of the bema.

248 Inview of the style of the marble imposts of the bema arch. A. Orlandos, Epyacio dvaotnidoeng Bulavtvdy uvnugiov,
ABME B’ (1936) 209, fig. 7; A. Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity in the Temples of Athens, DOP 19 (1965) 202-204.

249 Lambros, Xewviatng, B, 238, 623, 624. Movi| to0 Ayiov ['empyiov €v td Kepopuek®.

250 PL CCXV 1560.

251 The systematic plundering of the metal dowels and clamps from the walls at the northwest corner of the temple bear tes-
timony to its long abandonment.

252 Travlos, Dictionary, 263, fig. 355 c.

253 Camp, Agora, 216. See below and n. 25 of the item «Theseion».

254 G. Sotiriou, MecatVviké Mvnugioo ABnvdv, in EMME A1, 49; W.B. Dinsmoor, Observations on the Hephaisteion,
Hesperia, Supplement 5 (1941) 16-30.

255 For bibliography on the Olympieion, see Travlos, Dictionary, 403, with an additional title: R. Télle-Kastenbein, Das Olymp-
icion in Athen (Koln 1994).
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Figure 20 Roman Agora. View from the southwest.

city’s system of defense and did not serve as a stylite’s perch.”* In and around the temple area,
traces of a settlement were found,”*” but what remained was demolished without sufficient
documentation in the course of the excavations in 1886.

The Temple of Artemis Agrotera by the Ilissos River”® survived in good condition until its
total demolition in 1778, when the Haseki wall was constructed. We depend entirely on the
drawings by Stuart and Revett and a very few spolia. According toTravlos, the church into which
the temple was converted (known as the Panagia stin Petra/‘Virgin on the Rock’, with a low
blind dome in the narthex and a substantial castward extension) was post-Byzantine.”” The
traces of an apse”® and the graves around the monument made it possible for the same scholar to
conjecture the preexistence of a single-aisled Early Christian basilica.”" It is unknown whether
such a structure had survived until the Middle Byzantine period.

The Gate of Athena Archegetis at the west entrance into the Roman Agora (Fig. 20) stands
still today in excellent condition and has been known in modern times as the Pazaroporta.
It was an obvious reference point in Middle Byzantine Athens because it occupied a central

position in the walled section of the city and stood a very short distance from at least three

256 Ch. Bouras, The so called cell . . ., op. cit.

257 On the Byzantine settlement, see below. About a chapel «GTig KOA®VEG» (by the columns), see Spon and Wheler, op. cit., 169.
258 Travlos, Dictionary, 112—120.

259 1Ibid., 116, fig. 156, 159. See also G. Sotiriou, MeGo1mViké Mvnugio. AOnvav, op. cit., 50.

260 1Ibid., in drawing no. 156, point D.

261 Plan inTravlos, A60ijvai, 730.

45



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

Byzantine churches (Fig. 21). Unfortunately
here, too, excavations from 1862 onwards
obliterated the Middle Byzantine and mod-

262 as well as the remains of the

ern levels
extensive Byzantine settlement built inside
the large Roman complex. Consequently, it
is not possible to verify the statement”®’ that

this area was used as an agora from antiquity

to the mid-nineteenth century. In the Mid-
Figure 21 Roman Agora. The Archegetis Gate and the dle ByZantine period the gate would have
churches of the Tachiarchs and Profitis Ilias. looked more or less the same as today. The
Drawing by Chr. Hansen, 1835. By kind per- . . . y
mission of the Danish National Art Library, single-aisled Soteira church that was once
Copenhagen. built up against the south side of the gate

dated to the Ottoman period.”*

The medieval history of the Horologion of Andronikus of Kyrrhestes, perhaps better known
as the Tower of the Winds,*” is also shrouded in silence. Thanks to its superb construction,
the buﬂding, including its roof is cxccptionaﬂy well prcscrvcd. In the mid-fifteenth century,
the Anonymous of the Ambrosian Library’* mentions a church in Athens built completely of
marble, and this has led to the idea that he was referring to the Tower of the Winds, which had
been converted to a church. However, we do not know whether it was in fact this building
and what use it fulfilled three centuries earlier, and our ignorance is intensified by the fact that
there are no remains of a sanctuary apse. Moreover, its conversion to a baptistery”®” belonging
to an Early Christian basilica of the neighboring Agoranomeion is nothing more than con-
jecture. The three marble arches of the so-called Agoranomeion’® were clearly visible in the
Middle Byzantine period** because of the high level of their foundations, but the existence of
a basilica is very doubtful.

On the south slope of the Acropolis, one of the most prominent physical features was
the skene wall of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus, which had been incorporated into the
Post-Herulian wall and then later into the Rizokastro. In the Middle Byzantine period,
the cavea of the Odeon was partly filled in and other sections were occupied by work-
shops and houses, while some of the openings in the fagade were walled in and the ground

level around the fagade had risen considerably. In addition, the long vestibule along the

262 The thickness of these later additions hid from view the castern propylon as well as the columns, which were restored
from the 1940s onwards. Two or three of the columns are preserved in their entirety (see later note), but we do not know
whether they were visible in our period. The remains of Byzantine buildings in this area will be discussed later.

263 Travlos, Dictionary, 29.

264 Xyngopoulos, Mvnuela AOnvév, 110.

265 Travlos, Dictionary, 281-288.

266 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 71.

267 Travlos, A6ijvou, 726.

268 Travlos, Dictionary, 37—41.

269 Photograph of the monument before the excavations, in Lyons ct al., Photography, 116.
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facade had been demolished and filled in,?” and the marble revetment robbed. At the end of
the fourteenth century, Niccolo da Martoni took the Odeon for an arched bridge.””" Later
it acquired the name known from the written sources, namely ‘Theatre of Bacchus’,”” since
the Theatre of Dionysos was invisible at this time, covered over by layers of fill. Judging by
the earliest depictions of the Acropolis,”” the blind arcade in the retaining wall of the Stoa of
Eumenes was visible in the medieval period, at least a long stretch of it, although relieved of
both its revetment and its entire superstructure. Still further to the east, in an area scattered

274

with antiquities,””* the much older basilica of the Asklepieion*” is thought to have survived,

the same one mentioned in the Paris Codex of 1063, ‘Athenian . . . St Menas in the ramparts

of the Acropolis’.””* Higher up, at the base of the Acropolis fortification, a Roman choregic

monument consisting of two columns®”’

278

stands perfectly preserved until the present day. Also
intact’”® was the facade of the choregic monument of Thrasyllos.

In the Athenian Agora, copious amounts of ancient spolia were preserved in the Post-Herulian
wall and Middle Byzantine houses, but obvious sections of buildings seem to have been few.
The northern corner of the Stoa of Attalos survived to its full height, as attested in depictions
from the early nineteenth century,” and a smaller section of its eastern wall**” was incorpo-
rated into the Post-Herulian wall and was probably visible in the Middle Byzantine period. At
least one of the six giants that adorned the entrance to the Late Antique Gymnasium (‘Palace
of the Giants’)”*' remained on its pedestal and was probably incorporated into the walls of
houses in the settlement dating to the eleventh to twelfth centuries.”*’

We have already discussed the Philopappos monument in the context of the inscriptions
Cyriac of Ancona copied there. We possess no other information about the monument from
this period. Copies of Cyriac’s sketches (in the Vatican codex, Barb. lat. 4424) show the monu-
ment’s facade in good condition as late as the mid-fifteenth century. However, they do not

provide clues to the state of the back of the monument, leaving unanswered the question of

270 The well-preserved mosaic pavements testify that they were covered with earth at a relatively early date. Travlos, Dictionary,
384, 385.

271 J.M. Paton, Mediaeval and RenaissanceVisitors, op. cit., 30—-36.

272 L. Beschi, Una descrizione, op. cit.

273 Such as the engraving published by J. Spon in 1678 (H. Omont, Athénes aux XVe, XVIe et XVIile siécles 1 [Paris 1898] pl. 42)
or the drawing by Bassano (I. Demakopoulos, op. cit., 61, 76, 77). See the full series of these illustrations in Brouskari,
AVaoKUQEG, 6-22.

274 Travlos, Dictionary, 127-137; A. Xyngopoulos, XptoTiavikév AckAnmigiov, ArchEph 41 (1915) 52-71.

275 L Travlos, H modoioypiotiaviks| Baciiikn t1od AckAnmieiov, ArchEph 78-80 (1939/41) 64 ff, 27, fig. 20.

276 Pallas, Met@faom, 86 n. 116 a. The basilica of the Dionysos theatre, which Pallas supposed to be the church of St Menas,
was already demolished. See I. Travlos, ArchEph 89-90 (1950-51) 42, 43.

277 E. Stikas, Tpimievpa K1ovokpova, Kopueodpoto Kol pvnpeia, ArchEph 100 (1961) 159-179.

278 This was the case up to the time of the Greek War of Independence. In the perspective view by Stuart and Revett the two

v

openings of the fagade can be seen blocked with masonry.

279 Thompson and Wycherley, pl. 56 a.

280 Photographs of the Stoa of Attalos before the restoration. Ibid., pl. 56 b.

281 H.Thompson, in Frantz, Late Antiquity, 94-116.

282 Idem, 95 n. 2, pl. 56-58; H. Thompson, The Odeon in the Athenian Agora, Hesperia 19 (1950) 138. In 1466, the visitor
known to us as Anonymous of Milan had seen one of the statues of the Giants still upright. See also Kristensen, AOnva, 97,
fig.114.
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when it was destroyed. This question is also connected with the erection of the stairwell in the
Parthenon’s opisthonaos which, according to Korres, was constructed of marble derived mainly
from the Philopappos monument.

The existence of Byzantine wall paintings on the attic of the commemorative Arch of
Hadrian has inspired various hypotheses: the arch had been absorbed into a church that was
already demolished by the late sixteenth century,”’ or it had served as the portal to the mon-
astery of Hagios Nikolaos at the Olympicion.” Both notions seem baseless. Not a trace of
the conjectured church has been found, and in any case its size would necessarily have been
tremendous judging by the considerable height above ground level at which the surviving wall
paintings were located. And it is not reasonable that a monastery portal stand at a distance of
110 meters from the katholikon. Consequently, all that is certain about the appearance of the
Arch of Hadrian in the medieval period is that the marble transverse wall was preserved to
the height of its attic, which is documented in old depictions of the arch® but disappeared
after Greek independence. It is unknown when the two pairs of Corinthian columns on the
monument’s two facades were removed.

In addition to the remains of the basilica and the church of the Megale Panagia,” the inte-
rior of the Library of Hadrian also prcscrvcd —under a largc amount of fill — many Byzantinc
ruins that were destroyed during the construction of the Ottoman voivod’s residence in the
cighteenth century and, subsequently, in the excavations conducted by Koumanoudis in 1885
to 1886.These Byzantine remains were tremendously important given that the Library stood

27 a5 well as the

at the heart of the walled city and was in continuous use. Part of the fagade
north and east walls of the complex were saved thanks to their incorporation into the Post-
Herulian wall and were obviously visible in the Middle Byzantine period, but we possess no
information about the destruction of the fagade’s southern section, or the entire south side,
which has never been investigated.

Indications concerning the fagade’s condition in the tenth to twelfth centuries can be gleaned
from the well-known drawing”® attributed to Jacques Carrey (1672), but without certainty,
of course, since we do not know when the library’s propylon lost one of its four columns and
fell into dereliction. In any case, the buildings that filled in the propylon’s intercolumniation —
perhaps belonging to some long-ago demolished monastery — can be dated”®” to the eleventh

or twelfth century, as also the nearby church, known as the ‘Asomatos sta Skalia’.”” In other

283 A. Orlandos, Al aytoypagiat, op. cit., 248-255. Note that the frescoes do not exist now.

284 Travlos, Olvpmieiov, 43. The supposition that a monastery of St Nikolaos was located there is based on its mention in a
papal letter dated 1208.

285 For a catalogue of 17 representations of the monument, between 1672 to 1765, see in A. Orlandos, op. cit., 252 n. 1.

286 Ch. Bouras, Emave&étaon tiig Meyding Iavoydg AOnvav, DChAE 27 (2006) 25-34.

287 It is possible that when Michael Choniates wrote about a stoa of Athens (Lambros, Xwvidtnc B’, 451) he had in mind the
Corinthian colonnade of the Library’s fagade.

288 Th. Bowie and D. Thimme (eds.), The Carrey Drawings of the Parthenon Sculptures (Bloomington 1971); Omont, op. cit., 20;
Ch. Bouras, MecoBulovtiv) ABva, TTokeodopia kai Apytrektoviky, in A6ijvar, 222, fig. 2.

289 The pointed gable with the single window and quadrant blind arches on both sides is identical with those of the exonarthex
of the church of Kapnikarea. The marble door frame, as well as the blind arch over it, can be dated to the same period.

290 The monument will be further discussed in the chapter on the Middle Byzantine churches of Athens.
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words, these structures did exist in our period. With regard to the east side of the Library,
291

where we find the building with the book cupboards,

it is possible to conjecture that much
more of its full height would have been visible because the deposits would have been lesser in
quantity, and consequently the ground level considerably lower, in the tenth to twelfth centu-
ries than it is today on Aiolou Street.

The choregic monument of Lysikrates was always in excellent condition and was known
to Athenians as the ‘Lantern of Demosthenes’.””> In contrast, the Panathenaic Stadium, once
it had been robbed of its marble and its embankment, would have been unrecognizable and
resembled, instead, a small valley”” north of Ardettos Hill. But the bridge over the Ilissos had
survived, at least as it is in the condition familiar to us from later illustrations of it.?**

We have already mentioned the monumental fagade of the reservoir of the Hadrianic aque-
duct at the foot of Mt Lykabettos. We do not know whether in the eleventh and twelfth
centuries it was preserved in better condition than it was depicted by Stuart and Revett™ or
others™ in the eighteenth century. In any case, the right part of its architrave was preserved,
possibly lying on the ground, in 1436 when Cyriac*’ copied the Latin inscription carved on it.

Isolated fragments from other ancient monuments that can still be seen today were obvi-
ously visible in the medieval city as well. The columns with Ionic capitals from a courtyard(?)
in front of the Byzantine church of Hagia Aikaterine,”" the colonette of Misaraliotou Street™”
and the column that has given its name to the Post-Byzantine church of Hagios Ioannes™”
have not been associated with their original structures, but were still preserved in situ in the
Middle Byzantine period.

We have already commented on the condition in which the Valerianic wall was preserved

301

in medieval times. Its appellation as the ‘Royal wall’ is probably™®' owed to the recollection

that Justinian had strengthened it. Although it most likely ceased to play a defensive role,
the Valerianic wall continued to function as the city’s visible boundary and, as we see in the
Praktikon,™” it encompassed ancient buildings near the Upper Gate. Mention of these buildings

attests that they, too, were recognized points of reference in medieval Athens.

291 I Tiginaga, H peyéln dvaroium aibovca tiig BipAtobikng tod Adpiavod (Bifioctdcto), ArchDelt 54 (1999) A’
285-326.

292 See above p. 40 n. 270.

293 Drawing by Reveley. See T0mo¢ kai gikove, A’ (Athens 1979) fig. 122; A. Papanikolaou-Kristensen, 76 Ilavatnvaixév
27do10v (Athens 2003) 33-47.

294 Drawings by Stuart-Revett. See T0mo¢ ko eikdva, fig. 183; A. Papanikolaou-Kristensen, op. cit., 4, fig. 19.

295 Tomog kai gidva, fig. 178; F. M. Tsigakou, 'H dvorxéioym tijg Abrvag émd {oypépovg-mepuyntés, in Abijvou, 291, fig. 9.

296 Drawing by Le Roy (1755). Travlos, Dictionary, 243, fig. 312.

297 M. Kreeb, Ol apyandzteg tiig ABMvag, Zévor kai ta&ididteg, in A0jjvar, 353, fig. 4; from the Hamilton codex.

298 A. Keramopoullos, AOnv@dv ebprjuata, ArchEph 50 (1911) 259, fig. 5; E. Breton, Athénes décrite et dessinée (Paris 1862) 187,
L. Threpsiadis, ArchDelt 18 (1863) B1, 37; Th. Karagiorga, ArchDelt 34 (1979) B1, 33. For the state of the monument before
the excavations, sce Bendtsen, Sketches, fig. 69, 374.

299 L Threpsiadis, Avookagoi voting Tiig AKpOomOAEwg, Praks 105 (1950) 81-99 (and earlier bibliography); G. Daux, Chro-
nique des fouilles, BCH 84 (1960) 642; Travlos, Dictionary, 180, no. D.

300 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio AbOnv@dv, 101; Bendtsen, Sketches, 375, no. HCS, 035 and 036. The chapel is defaced now, but the
ancient column is in good condition.

301 Kazanaki, Athens 209.

302 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 27, 35.
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Residential areas of Athens

Introduction: Information from the written sources

The division of the inhabited area of medieval Athens into residential units is not only helpful
for the organization of our study, but also reflects more or less the distinct units of remains
that have come to light through excavation.

As has been already observed,* the evidence concerned with medieval Athens drawn from
excavation has barely been exploited by scholars. Excavation is an irreversible process that

disassociates finds from the material that accompanied them?®*

(and which future investigative
methods might have been able to utilize), it can only happen once and it exposes the finds to
deterioration. The possibility of exploiting scientifically finds that are primarily immovable is
nullified if they are not published®” and is seriously diminished if the finds are not interpreted,
or when the publication is deficient, considerably delayed or made by someone other than the
excavators themselves. Publications of immovable finds without plans**® or without plans that
are clearly related to a topographical grid are very difficult to make sense of. Such publications
are not helpful to synthetic studies and are usually limited to descriptions and the recording
of information that is of little use.

Especially in the case of medieval Athens, various factors have led to today’s situation in
which we are unable to reconstruct — possibly in not even a single area of the city — the form

taken by the medieval city’s urban fabric.’"’

A. The so-called rescue excavations carried out so that a modern building can be constructed
are usually small in extent and fragmentary, in other words they do not lead to the dis-
covery of a building or complex in its totality. Excavations carried out in streets (for the
installation of public utilities) have the same result.

B. Both rescue and systematic excavations are usually conducted by ‘classical” archacologists
who, on the one hand, are not particularly interested in the medieval finds and don’t
bother to comment on them or interpret them and, on the other hand, are in a rush to

get to the lower levels with antiquities from classical or prehistoric periods.

308

C. For the same reasons the excavators prepare reports™ that are insufficient or vague. In

most of these reports, the finds are described as ‘Byzantine’ remains of buildings, which

includes material belonging to any time between the reign of Constantine the Great

303 See above p. 7n. 43.

304 Ch. Bouras, 'H &vvoua tiig abevrikotnrag Kot tiig drepardtnrag t@V uvnueiov, Proceedings of the seminar
Aéomoinon xai Avaoerén tijc Holimiotixijc KAnpovouidg (Athens 2004) 68.

305 Article 16 of the international obligatory charter known as the Charter of Venice (1964) demands the publication of the exca-
vation findings. Sce also S. Hadjisavvas and V. Karageorghis (cds.), The Problem of the Unpublished Excavations (Nicosia 2000).

306 Or drawings without scale or sign of orientation.

307 On the difficulties arising in studies of Byzantine cities, see Ch. Bouras, Aspects of the Byzantine city, eighth-fifteenth cen-
turies, in Laiou Economic History I, 194-196.

308 Usually published in the second volume of the Archacologikon Deltion (ArchDelt). Before 1960, excavation reports were pub-
lished in the Praktika tes Archaeologikes Hetaireias (Prakt), in the Archaeologike Ephemeris (ArchEph) and in Hesperia (especially for
the Athenian Agora).
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and the fall of the Byzantine Empire. Rarely is specific evidence on which to base more
precise dating mentioned, such as potsherds or coins, which were cither not discovered
or not investigated. The recycling of building materials over the course of centuries also
complicates the dating of finds. Built into the surface of the ground floor of houses there
is plenty of relevant study material in the form of pithoi and masonry siroi — chambers or
pits made of stones, taking the shape of a pithos — a feature of Athenian houses familiar to
all who have excavated here. Usually these, too, are identified vaguely as Byzantine and
only on rare occasions have they been classified, studied and dated by Byzantine pottery
specialists.”” Other storage vessels were commonly constructed in the form of pithoi’™
set into the earth. When for some reason these fell out of use, they became repositories
for all sorts of refuse.’"

In complete contrast with the excellent construction of the churches dating to our
period, the habitations are characterized in the main by their mediocre to poor construc-
tion and cheap materials. Structural elements, which might bear witness to some sort of
development, either do not exist or have never been studied, and this complicates even
further their dating,

Systematic excavations have much better results and provide valuable information, pro-
vided they are published.’”” But those carried out in the nineteenth and the first third of
the twentieth century were catastrophic for the medieval archacology of Athens. In the
discussion that follows, it will be made clear that excavators demolished large complexes
of ruins and razed to the ground fully preserved Byzantine churches in order to excavate
the underlying levels with antique remains or to free the area around classical monu-
ments. And to add insult to injury, these purges were done without any, or just the most

negligible, documentation of finds.

Unfortunately, the aforementioned Praktikon®” sheds little light on the residential areas of

Middle Byzantine Athens, which is only to be expected since it is a catalogue of productive

areas of cultivation with the names of those who worked them, and not a list of buildings. It is

valuable for the place-names and village toponyms it records, even though only six of a total

of forty have been recognized as directly related to the city itself.

Six private estates were located in the vicinity of the Tzykanisterion,** in other words

closely connected with the polo field inside the ‘Royal” wall. From the names of the churches

recorded at its boundaries, it is believed®” that the properties, and the Tzykanisterion too,

were located at the city’s northern edge.

309
310
311

312
313
314
315

Ch. Bakirtzis, Bolavtivé toovkal.oldynve (Athens 1989) 112, 113, pl. 30, 31.

From the Bios (Life) of Hosios Loukas the Younger, we are informed that the peasants used the pits for the storage of cereals.
A.Vavylopoulou-Charitonidou, Kepaugtki| Bulavtiviig oikiogA’, DChAE 14 (1897-88) 347, 348; Ch. Bakirtzis, op. cit.,
115, 116.

See above p. 11.

Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 33.

Ibid. The two churches are of St loannis Prodromos and of the Holy Apostles.

Granstrem et al., op. cit., map on p. 26.
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Six fields were located in the place known as ‘Elaphou’,*'® also within the boundaries of the

‘Royal’ wall. Their close connection to the monastery of Hagios Dionysios on the Arcopagus
and the church of Hagia Marina situates the fields northwest of the Acropolis. The rocky ter-
rain in this area is also identified in the Praktikon as third class land.*'” However, the church of
Hagios Isauros, although mentioned in this context, has not been found, nor any traces of a
settlement. At the aforementioned’'® Upper Gate,’"” located in all likelihood in the area of the
ancient Dipylon Gate, there was a forest that had been recorded in the land register,** and it
is possible that the use of it had been granted to the Portos Monastery, about which — once
again — nothing is known. In the same area, a few remains of Middle Byzantine buildings have
been found near the ancient Pompeion, to which we will return later.

A field is noted in the vicinity of Konchylarioi, a toponym derived from the word for shell
(konchyle).””" It is believed that somewhere nearby they processed the shells that were used in
the production of porphyry dye for fabric. And because a great number of shells were found

322

in the levels dug in the HerOdeon, the hypothesis*** that the porphyry-workers’ houses and
workshops were located between the Acropolis and the Hill of the Muses has been expressed.
The area was investigated, but the only recognizable Middle Byzantine dwellings consist in
the remains of two(?) houses located over the fillings of the cisterns south of the HerOdeon.

The manuscript of the Praktikon has a small gap where it mentions ‘a field in the vicinity of
Ba. . .’”’ It was located near the ‘Royal” wall and shared a border with the habitations of the
asekretis Pastophilos. This piece of information would present some interest if we knew where
to place it, as it would be an indication of where the noblemen or officials of Athens lived at
that time.

Two toponyms mentioned in the Praktikon that remain unchanged from antiquity are the

)324

Koile (yopiov 1 Koian)*** and the Kerameikos (yopiov Kepapewd).*?* The ancient Koile, to

the west of the Hill of the Muses, has been excavated and preserves the cuttings from the
foundations of houses, but not from our period.** No relevant information exists. The name
Kerameikos referred to an extensive area in classical antiquity,’”” but we do not know whether
the same was true in the medieval period. Archacological finds dating to medieval times have
come to light north of the Agoraios Kolonos.

316 1bid., 33 and Kazanaki, 460va, 209, 212.

317 Granstrem etal., op. cit., 13. On the valuation of land according to quality, see Laiou Economic History 1, 523.

318 Granstrem et al., op. cit., 35; Kazanaki, 407va, 209.

319 See above p. 31 n. 140.

320 Granstrem et al., op. cit., 27, 35.

321 Ibid., 27, 28, 35.

322 Kazanaki, 467va, 209, 212.

323 Granstrem et al., op. cit., 35.

324 1Ibid., 24, 38.

325 1Ibid., 40.

326 Travlos, Dictionary, 392.

327 Idem, 299-321. The name and extent of the Kerameikos in the ancient city remains a problem. See N. Papachatzis
(ed.), Havoaviov, Eilddoc Iepujynoig, Attixd (Athens 1974) 163, 166 n. 1. A stone with the inscription «8pog
Kepopgtkody, found in section MM of the Athenian Agora, presents secure archacological evidence for its limits. Diaries
ASCSA, MM VI, 1139.
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Residential areas in Athens

The arca of medieval Athens given over to habitations is divided into nine units, of which
four are on the Acropolis and inside the boundaries of the Post-Herulian wall (the Acropo-
lis, Plaka and the city center, the Library of Hadrian and Monastiraki, the Roman Agora)
and the other five areas found outside the wall in the city’s Middle Byzantine extension
(the Athenian Agora, the Arcopagus and Theseion; the area around Syntagma Square, the
National Garden and the Zappeion; the south slope of the Acropolis; the Olympieion; and
the Kerameikos). We will first investigate the structural remains of the dwellings and then
the remains of industrial buildings and workshops, even though in most cases they are

intermingled.

Settlement on the Acropolis

Purely from the point of view of defense, we should probably consider that the Acropolis
in our period had a cluster of houses that served the citadel guards,** most likely those
described by Michael Choniates as ‘kastrinoi’ and deemed essential*” to the city’s safety: ‘the
loss of the garrison of our city is a loss of everything’. But there is no written testimony of
what existed at that time or whether there was a settlement on the Acropolis in the so-called
Dark Ages.”*

Unfortunately, the archacological record is almost nonexistent. The demolition of all medi-
eval structures on the Acropolis began as early as 1834 at the initiative of Kyriakos Pittakis, and
the great excavation of 1885—1890 removed the remaining deposits down to the live bedrock
across the entire Acropolis surface. >

Documentation of what was found by Kawerau and Kavvadias is limited to a single plan**’
on a scale of 1:500 in which the light brown color denotes ‘later and modern walls’. In fact
not only walls are marked but other medieval and modern remnants of foundations and walls
for which neither additional details nor dating is offered. In other words, many of these might
even be the walls of the Ottoman dwellings that are known to have covered the Acropolis®
until the Greek War of Independence.

Somewhat more detailed are the drawings of finds from the excavation by Doerpfeld and
Kawerau, which Bundgaard®** published in 1974 together with a transcription of their notes.

Once again, the data supplied is insufficient, but they do note the citadel’s water cisterns,*”

328 Basing his arguments on the capacity of the cisterns and other archaeological elements, M. Korres has suggested that the
Acropolis had several hundred inhabitants.

329 Lambros, Xoovidtng, A’, 311, B’, 518-619. For the meaning of the word «3podyyog» see Du Cange, cols. 332-333. It is
notable that much later the Athenians called the Turks of the Acropolis garrison «kastrenoi» and not janissaries (G. Wheler,
A Journey, op. cit., 358).

330 Itis supposed that during that time the city was confined to the Acropolis.

331 Travlos, Dictionary, 52.

332 P Kavvadias and G. Kawerau, H dvaokapn tijc Akpornéisws (Athens 1906) pl. A’.

333 Travlos, [loZeodopukij, 202-207, fig. 138.

334 ]. Bundgaard, The Excavation of the Athenian Acropolis, 1882—1890 (Copenhagen 1974).

335 For the cisterns on the Acropolis, see above pp. 35-36.
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Figure 22 Acropolis. Unidentified Byzantine building, Figure 23 Acropolis. Part of a pseudo-sarcophagus (?)
west of the Parthenon. View from southwest. marble slab.

Photo, J. Bundgaard.

still extant at that time, and a Byzantine building worthy of note (Fig. 22) to the west of the
Parthenon and almost in contact with the south wall.*** The building’s surviving substructure
consisted of four massive piers made of porous stone interspersed with pieces of marble and
small stones founded on ancient stone chippings, and a semicircular, westward-facing apse

37 was created in

with a diameter of 5.30 meters. After the monument’s destruction, a cistern’
the fill, although we do not know when. The massive stone piers in the building’s substructure
and the absence of bricks suggest an early medieval date for their construction. Korres accepts
the view that during the twelfth century a relatively large building with a pitched roof**® was
erected between the aforementioned building and the Parthenon. However, the traces of
other two- or even three-story buildings of undetermined function that are still discernable**
on the columns of the west side of the great temple are considered later by Korres, who dates

them to the thirteenth century (Fig. 23).

Settlement in Plaka and the modern city center

As we have mentioned above, rescue excavations in the area known today as Plaka have been
relatively few. In all cases, what has come to light are the ground floors of Byzantine houses
whose upper structures remain a mystery and whose date can only be estimated, and never
with precision.

During the excavation for the Kanellopoulos Museum extension on 5 Theorias Street, in
addition to remains of the Rizokastro, part of a Byzantine dwelling”* was also found with
well-made north and east walls rising to 1.50 meters, as well as upright stone piers and a
finely preserved large storage pithos in situ (Fig. 24).

336 ]. Bundgaard, op. cit., 192, pl. 121.

337 Idem, 193 and 130 a.

338 Korres, [lapOevavag, 159, drawing no. 15.

339 Ibid., 149, 150, drawing no. 16.

340 Proceedings of Central Archacological Council, 16 April 2002. Two upright stone plinths in the room may have supported
a wooden floor, and a third formed the exterior corner. The threshold of the entrance survives, as does the groove into
which the wooden door frame was inserted. Part of a second masonry storage jar is also preserved. The finds are kept in the
basement of the Museum.

54



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

Figure 24 The remains of a Byzantine house in the basement

and under the pavement of Lysikratous Stree

of the Kanellopoulos Museum. Sketch plan.

347
t.

At 7-9 Kekropos Street, a large ruined

residence®*!

from Late Antiquity was
rebuilt or underwent drastic repairs in
the eleventh and twelfth centuries, as
attested by the pottery found there. On
its ground floor stood large pithoi. In the
excavation at 11 Erechtheos Street, noth-
ing survived but a wall that incorporated
dressed porous stone in secondary use.*”
Byzantine houses were established in the
fill in the well-known peristyle west of
the church of Hagia Aikaterine,”” 1.25
meters above its Late Roman stylobate.***
The wooden roof(?) beams of the houses
were supported on the columns, and frag-
ments of pithoi from the ground floor
were also discovered. Associated with the
same peristyle should also be included the
remains noted in three excavations at 6

Galanou Street,** 15 Lysikratous Street’™*

Poor-quality remains of houses located near the Post-Herulian wall were discovered in

excavations in a plot at Kyrrhestou Street and 4 Flessa Street,**® as well as at 18 Diogenes
Street.”* In the Helliniki Hetaireia building at 28 Tripodon Street,*’ one may visit a large
retaining wall of unknown date that is partly constructed of reused materials, as well as two
pithoi from the tenth to twelfth century, preserved in situ. In a neighboring building*' (32 Tri-
podon Street) was uncovered a retaining wall similar to that mentioned above, as well as the
remains of Byzantine houses with pithoi and masonry siroi, the term used for stone-lined pits,
often flat-floored, but sometimes pithos-shaped. On 22 Panos Street a habitation described

34
34
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350

NSRS

351

Alexandri (1969) 52, fig. 19 plan, fig. 20 sections, pl. 45.
Choremi (1989) 18-19.
See above p. 49.

A. Keramopoullos, AOnv@®v e0ppata, ArchEph 50 (1911) 259.

Karagiorga (1979) 32.
Ibid.

I. Threpsiadis, Avackagucoi Epgovar ATTikig kai Bowwtiog, ArchEph 112 (1973) Appendix, 60-61.

P. Kalligas, ArchDelt 46 (1991) B, 21.

Ibid. For the excavation in the neighboring plot on 6 Diogenous Street, see Choremi (1990) 21.
Choremi (1989) 1819, and drawing no. 2; Choremi, ‘066¢ Tpmddwv, 35, figs. 4-8. The pavement of a Byzantine house,
of which nothing remains except for storage jars and a single wall, was 1.10 meters above ancient ground level. In all likeli-

hood, between the 35-meters-wide retaining wall and Tripodon Street there was a row of medieval houses.

Proceedings of Central Archaeological Council, 9 Dec. 2003. Drawings of the findings in the archives of the First Ephorate

of Byzantine Antiquities.
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a.21P0 1o

Figure 25 Remains of Byzantine bui]dings in the 104 Adri-
anou Street plot. Plan, two sections and block
plan. Drawing by D. Giraud.

as Late Byzantine with five rooms and
masonry siroi was excavated.?*

In the courtyard of the school at 104
Adrianou Street (Fig. 25) was excavated a

Byzantine house*>

with a large bell-shaped
masonry pithos of which only drawings
were published. Unfortunately, the plan of
the house remains unclear. Further to the
east,” in a large plot on the same street
(nos. 111-113), ceramic and masonry jars
attest the existence of a habitation here in
the medieval period, although the architec-
tural remains are in such poor condition
that it is not possible to distinguish rooms.
At a short distance from this dwelling (117
Adrianou Street), excavation brought to
light the circular hall of a Roman bath,***
over which was constructed a Byzantine
house incorporating preexisting walls and
others made of ficldstones. It is again our
misfortune that the house plan is not dis-
cernable. By contrast, much further to the

3¢ ruins

west on the same street (no. 67),
were discovered standing to a height of

2.50 meters and whose construction is

exceptionally high quality by the usual standards of residential construction: the walls were

built with upright blocks of dressed stone surrounded by rubble masonry, while the ortho-

stats and lintels are of stone. Unfortunately, even though the layout of both the house and an

adjacent space (separated by a street)*”’

point only vaguely to a date of construction.

was clear, no plans were published. Coins and pithoi

At 88 Adrianou Street,”® at the northeast corner of the Roman building believed to be

the Pantheon,”” yet another pithos bears witness to the existence of a Byzantine house built

352 Choremi (1996) n. on p. 32; see also 25 and 27 for a Byzantine wall, north of the enceinte, dated from coins of Constans

11, in the seventh century.
353 D. Giraud, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B, 13, 14, drawing n. 3.
354 O.Alexandri, ArchDelt 30 (1975) B", 15-17.

355 D. Giraud, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B”, 11-13. Coins of the twelfth century found in the house testify to its construction at that

time, or later.

356 1. Threpsiadis, op. cit., Supplement, 66.

357 Ibid. Perhaps this was the road running along the north side of the Post-Herulian wall.

358 Choremi (1993) 18.

359 Travlos, Dictionary, 439440, fig. 558 (plan with the property boundaries on Adrianou Street). Remains of other medieval
houses connected with these were found at 18 Diogenous Street: P. Kalligas, ArchDelt 46 (1991) B', 23.
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up against the Post-Herulian wall, while
over the vestibule of the Pantheon the
remains of another Middle Byzantine
house®® with two siroi were discovered.
The absence of plans makes it difficult to
establish a relationship between all these
house remains and the Post-Herulian
wall, bearing in mind its partial demoli-
tion before the end of the twelfth century.

Finds from the area of Athens’s modern
cathedral located outside the Post-Heru-
lian wall add little significant material to
the present investigation.

Behind the archiepiscopal offices, on
6 Thoukydidou Street,”' the excava-
tors established that storage siroi (at least
thirteen) (Fig. 26) and wells from the
Middle Byzantine period had destroyed
the pavements of the older, Late Antique

e ot KT a1 p0TE

buildings on the same site. East of the
cathedral,**’ a dense cluster of siroi and
remains of an industrial area were found
in the course of digging the ventilation
shaft for the metro. South of the cathedral

the old excavations of K. Zisiou in Hagias

Filotheis Street showed the positions of

two Post-Byzantine(?) churches that sur-

vived until the War of Independence.**’
364 Figure 26 Remains of Middle Byzantine houses in the 6

Excavation at 34 Mltl‘OpOleOS Street Thoukididou Street plot. (Plan P. Vasilopoulos).

confirmed the existence of a house(?)
with three rooms, also built over other Late Antique buildings, as well as a pear-shaped siros.

Another excavation carried out north of the Panagia Gorgoepekoos church®® revealed a

360 Choremi (1995) 23.
36

—

P. Vasilopoulou, ArchDelt 38 (1983) B", 17, 18, drawing no. 1, plan and pl. 18 y. Three well-preserved ceramic jars were

found very close to the inner court (atrium) stylobate, their apertures level with it. This testifies that the ancient court was

accessible or in use during the medieval period.

362 E. Ghini-Tsofopoulou, ApxatoAoyikég poptopieg kai pvnuela . . . Attikiig kai Bowwtiog, Apyaioloyicés "Epsvves
xai Meydda Anudoio "Epya, Proceedings (Athens 2004) 53—54.

363 K. G. Zisiou, Xprotiavikoi Apyondtteg AOnvdv, AIEE 1 (1883) 517. Remains of the walls of the churches of Soter
(Savior) and Hagia Paraskeve (?). An inscription of the year 1350 seems not to be related to the buildings.

364 Proceedings of Central Archacological Council, 19 Oct. 2004.

365 Chatzidakis (1974) 184; Lazaridis (1973) 53-57, drawing nos. 1 and 2. The size of the storage pits is impressive (2.25 m.

high). One of them was a water deposit. See also Lazaridis (1974) 182.

a
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possibly Early Christian room, and a wall considered to be contemporary with the church,
i.e. twelfth century, on account of its construction using dressed porous stone arranged verti-
cally on a crepidoma of the same materials and filled in with fired brick. In the same area were
found six masonry and three ceramic pithoi, as well as an wine press. It is very likely that the
wall belonged to one of the buildings in the Gorgoepekoos complex, as it is known in its latest
Post-Byzantine phase from the drawing by Barskij.**® We possess only a brief reference to the
Byzantine ruins beneath the cathedral .**’

In the area to the west, further remains of medieval settlement were recognized in streets
around Hermou Street.

In a plot at 1012 Hagias Theklas Street,* siroi dating in all likelihood to our period were
found over the ruins of Late Roman and Early Byzantine houses. Excavation on another prop-
erty at the corner of Ivis and Navarchou Apostoli Streets* brought to light a Byzantine build-
ing reusing ancient spolia and with two construction phases, in which were found storage pithoi
and a well. It is conjectured that this was the site of yet another demolished Athenian church,
known as Sotera tou Dikaiou.”” Evidence of a Middle Byzantine presence at 7-9 Kekropos
Street’" takes the form of low walls, siroi and pieces of glazed Byzantine pots. Trenches in the
paving of Hagiou Filippou Street,””” between Hermou and Astingos and in close proximity
to excavations in section MM in the Agora excavations, revealed parts of buildings — unclear
if residential — with masonry using large rectangular stones arranged vertically in a manner
typical of the Middle Byzantine period. In the same street, adjacent to Avissynias Square,’”
three masonry pithoi were sunk down into the Roman levels, where mosaic pavements were
preserved.

At 11 Pittaki Street’™ at least cight stone pithoi were found, but not the walls of the dwelling
to which they belonged. The glazed Byzantine pots found in the same excavation testify that
this discovery, too, belongs to the Middle Byzantine period. In the same street, at the corner
where it intersects Hagias Theklas Street, similar finds were unearthed, but were classified as
Post-Byzantine.’”

Walls and masonry pithoi belonging to Byzantine buildings dating to various periods were
noted in two plots on Miaouli Street (nos. 9 and 15) near Monastiraki,* although we lack

sufficient data to identify them more specifically. Unfortunately, the same is true of the

366 B. Barskij, Stranstrovanija Basilya Grigorodica Barskago, 4 (Petrograd 1887) pl. 14. Ruins of the monastery complex could be
seen until the Greek War of Independence. See S. Papadopoulos (ed.), 70 Aebkwua ITeitié (Athens 1971) pl. 7.

367 G. Dontas, Avacka@h Vo oV iepdv vadv tiig MnTpomodreng v AONVAY, ArchEph 92-92 (1953-54) I'”, 95-96,
fig. 7 (plan).

368 Alexandri (1967) 39, 41 drawing no. 4.

369 Alexandri (1969) 49.

370 No. 87 in pl. XII of the city plan by J. Travlos, [Io/godopikij. Mentioned also by Xyngopoulos, Mynpelo AGnvav, 110.

371 Alexandri (1969) 52 drawing no. 19.

372 Alexandri (1967) 43, 44 drawing no. 6.

373 Alexandri (1977) 16.

374 Alexandri (1967) 109 drawing no. 54.

375 Karagiorga (1979) B’, 27.

376 Alexandri (1969) 60, 61 and Alexandri (1972) 123, 124 drawing no. 27, respectively. The findings here are very poor. The
same is true for the excavation at 16 Hagion Anargyron Street. Alexandri (1967) 42, 43 drawing no. 5.
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excavation’”’ at 1 Romvis Street where three bell-shaped siroi were found. Further to the
west, in the course of the excavation of a ventilation shaft for the metro,*” walls and a large
number of pithoi came to light that were interpreted as belonging to auxiliary rooms of a
monastery whose katholikon was the church of the Hagioi Asomatoi.

Scattered finds further to the north towards the modern city center bear witness to the
extension of medieval settlement into this area too. On 35 Voulis Street’” more storage jars
were found and also a coin of Nikephoros IIl Botaneiatis (1078—1081), providing a rough date
for the finds, which are otherwise of limited interest. On Nikis Street®’ a vaulted Roman
tomb was discovered that had been used in the Byzantine period. Probably unjustifiably given
the distances involved, the tomb has been associated with the monastery of Soteira Lykode-
mou. Along the same street, at no. 27, the remains of two building phases of a church were
noted in the ruins of a rampart and in the deposit filling an ancient ditch. 332 In a trench dug for
sewer installations at the corner of Voulis Street and Ipiti Street more Byzantine pithoi came to
light, but no further details were recorded.’’

The excavation at 4 Sarri Street is shrouded in the same vagueness.’ We will discuss the
Byzantine church of Hagioi Theodoroi elsewhere.”* At 1113 Hagiou Markou Street,*™ a rel-
atively well-preserved underground Roman or Early Christian grave chamber came to light,
with arcosolia in its sidewalls. It was interpreted as a martyrion on account of the existence
at one time of a modern chapel in the same place.”®” Unfortunately, the publication of this
important monument was inadequate. Nothing but a simple mention was made of a Byzantine

masonry siros found at 7 Miltiadou Street.’*

Settlement in the area of Monastiraki and the Library of Hadrian

The finds from excavations in the area of Monastiraki are no different from those discovered
in the previously discussed area — in any case, there are no physical boundaries separating
the two areas. I will describe the Monastiraki area together with that around the Library of
Hadrian, even though a certain amount has already been said about that ancient monument in

the context of the medieval city.389

377 Karagiorga (1978) 14.

378 E. Ghini-Tsofopoulou, Apy0lohoytkég napTupieg, op. cit., 54, 55. The walls were made of coarse stones with clay as an
adhesive material.

379 Alexandri (1967) 63 drawing no. 21, 66.

380 Between Iperidou and Xenofontos Streets, Lazaridis (1967) 149—152.

381 Alexandri (1970) 77.

382 P. Lazaridis, Epeimia Bulovtivod vaod éni tfig 6300 Nikng, 444 3 (1970) 29-32. For this building, identified as a
church dedicated to the Hagioi Theodoroi, see below.

383 Alexandri (1974) 128.

384 Alexandri (1969) 70.

385 Lazaridis (1967) 154-156.

386 Alexandri (1972) 86, 87 drawing no. 2.

387 K. Biris, A éxxcAnoion t@v maloaddv A0nvdv (Athens 1940) 32.

388 Alexandri (1972) 124.

389 Sec above p. 48.
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Exhaustive excavation was carried out in present-day Monastiraki Square — a major node
in the life of the city, at least in later years™ — as part of the extension of the station and met-

ropolitan railway network from 1992 to 2000. Unfortunately, the results were published in

391

extremely summary reports™ in which only brief mention was made of the Middle Byzantine

built environment that included at least two Byzantine churches.*” At various points they
discovered pithoi and siroi, walls incorporating spolia, movable finds that confirmed the dating
and a layer of destruction at the end of the twelfth century that can be related to the fire set by
Leo Sgouros just before the arrival of the Franks. The Middle Byzantine levels were removed
so that the underlying Early Christian, Roman and ancient Greek monumental remains could
be investigated.’”’

We have already discussed the Library’s incorporation into the Post-Herulian fortifications,
its two gates, the probable existence of a street linking them and the peculiar history of the
western gate’” in the medieval period. Ottoman building activity, followed by the demolition
of the Byzantine church of the Hagioi Asomatoi and all the Ottoman constructions after the
Greek War of Independence,* profoundly limited the possibility of archacological investiga-

tion on the west side of the complex. In the interior, the erection and subsequent demolition

396

of barracks,* the rubble fill, the misuse of the marketplace resulting in fire damage*” and,

above all, Koumanoudis’s excavation and destruction (1885) led to the eradication of all the
medieval ruins except the most exiguous remnants.>** The investigations conducted by Travlos
in 1950 were aimed at studying the large central building and the Megale Panagia.399 Conse-

quently, the scientific profit gained from the relatively recent excavations of what was once an

extensive medieval settlement is only slight.**

As part of a preparatory study for the partial restoration of the Library’s four-columned

401

propylon, investigations were made that led to the discovery of a later drain*"' as well as graves

390 D. Karydis, IloAgodoutid tédv AOnvadv (kai) tijs Tovpkorpariag (PhD diss., Athens 1990) 277-291.

391 E. Ghini-Tsofopoulou, Apyotoloyikés paptupies kai uvnuela otv mopeia €ktéheong peydiov €pyov. H
nepintoon T 1ng Eeopeiog Bulavivdv Apyatottov, Apyaioloyikés "Epevves koi Meyal.a Anuooia "Epya,
Ipoypoupa rai Hepiinyers Zovavinonc (Thessaloniki 2003) 25; eadem, Proceedings, op. cit., 50-53; N. Michalou-Alevizou,
Té6 Movaotpaxt 6td Pulavtvé xpovia, Kathimerini, Extd fjuépes (18 June 2000).

392 The churches of the Asomatos ‘sta Skalia’ and the Pantanassa.

393 Visible and accessible today in the Monastiraki station of the Athens metropolitan railway.

394 1. Knithakis and G. Tiginaga, ArchDelt 37 (1982) 6-9, drawing no. 1, ArchDelt 53 (1998) 39.

395 Kokkou, Mépiuva, 160.

396 A. Orlandos, "Exbeoig mept tdv avackopdv BipAtodikng tod Adpiovod kol Poudikiig Ayopds, ArchEph 103 (1964) 6.

397 Choremi, Ayopad, 22-30.

398 Excerpts from two diaries of the ‘Excavation of the burnt Agora, 1885” kept by S. Koumanoudis, deposited in the archive of
the Archaceological Society, and containing considerable, but also unclear, information, such as, for example, 14/6/1885:
‘poorly built walls extend continuously eastwards and beneath these an arch of small porous stones . . . a hollow we know
not how deep.” Later many of these hollows were discovered and were destroyed, since they were cisterns and storage jars;
14/8/1885: ‘two large built storage jars were found’; 28/8/1885: ‘a curved wall built of stone and brick with lime mortar
in the joinings’; 3/9/1885: ‘they found four blocks of limestone east of the church’; 21/9/1885: ‘along the course of the
channel in the stoa appeared a subterranean hollow . . . they demolished the vault that covered it so that we could see the
extension of the stoa’; 11/2/1886: ‘the cistern in front of a dwelling located amidst the antiquities was destroyed.’

399 J.Travlos, Avaoka@ai £v T7) BipAtodfkn tod Adplavod, Prake 105 (1950) 41-63.

400 For a summary of the results of the excavations, focused on the remains of the Roman monument, see A. Spetsieri-Choremi,
Library of Hadrian at Athens, Recent Finds, Ostraka, Rivista di Antichita, 4 (1995) 137-147.

401 1. Knithakis and G. Tiginaga, ArchDelt 35 (1980) 21-22.
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and ossuaries associated with the church of the Hagioi Asomatoi.*”” In a southward extension
of the church (a narthex?), a large arcosolium*” was created at the propylon’s north end
by the removal of orthostats and the clumsy carving of the marble elements that remained
over them. At the west wall of the complex, which was strengthened by the Post-Herulian
wall, were noted traces bearing witness to the existence at some point — the precise date is
unknown, but probably not in the tenth to twelfth centuries** — of buildings that occupied
the width of the interior peristyle.

The continuation of the Post-Herulian wall (about which we have already spoken) was
identified in the courtyard in front of the Library fagade, a street roughly following today’s

405

Arcos Street and extending southward was investigated,” and it was found that the deposits

reached as high as almost a meter above ground level.*” The Byzantine layers were dated
to the tenth to twelfth centuries on the basis of pottery finds.*”” A cistern in the courtyard,
probably dating to the Ottoman period, had two Byzantine walls constructed of good-quality
masonry*® as well as pithoi and siroi. Later in the course of excavation, an installation for dye-
ing cloth was discovered in the courtyard,*” perhaps dating to the Middle Byzantine period.
A row of stone basins, a water reservoir and other utilitarian elements were also preserved.
We will return to this industrial installation later. In the Library interior, arcas that had never
been excavated or that were covered by later constructions were also the subject of investiga-
tion. On the northern stylobate of the inner peristyle were preserved the remains of a small

cross-in-square church, ' although only the foundations and a meager remnant of the walls.

411

Additional excavations in the Library’s inner peristyle*'! revealed remains of buildings

from the Middle Byzantine settlement that were similar to those also found in the tetraconch

412

atrium: large and small storage pithoi and walls*'* that do not constitute distinct rooms. In

addition, there were graves in the narthex and around the tetraconch*"’ that were used in the
Middle Byzantine period as well.

Unfortunately, all of this relatively recently discovered material was simply not enough
cither to confirm the existence of the east—west-oriented street** or provide information

about the fabric of the medieval settlement.

402 Choremi (1989) 12; Choremi (1994) 18; Choremi (1995) 22.

403 Choremi (1989) 12.

404 Choremi (1991) 17.

405 Choremi (1996) 25.

406 Choremi (1994) 20; Choremi (1996) 25.

407 Choremi (1996) 28.

408 Choremi (1993) 12-13.

409 Communication from A. Choremi, 27 May 2002.

410 1. Papapostolou, Apyotdtnteg Kai pvnugion ABNvdv, ArchDelt 23 (1968) B’ 19, pl. 14a; G. Dontas, ApxatdtTeg Kai
pwvnuelo Abnvav, ArchDelt 25 (1970) B’, 28, 29.

411 Choremi (1991) 17.

412 1Ibid., 19.

413 ITravlos, op. cit. (Prakt 105 [1950]) 60.

414 Thatis, from the west propylon to the gate that was probably beneath the Aiolos hotel, at the corner of Adrianou and Aiolou

@

G

Streets.
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Settlement in the Roman Agora

Even though the area of the Roman Agora*"®

has been the focus of repeated excavation since
1862, a significant part of it has still not been investigated. The complex’s present form differs
greatly from what we would have found there in the medieval and other periods on account
of the re-erection*'® of a considerable number of columns, either in part or in their entirety.*'”
Clearly many of the deposits were removed, as can be understood from the two vaulted Post-
Byzantine graves at the southern edge of the area that were obviously once subterranean but
are now above ground level.

418

Here, as in the neighboring Library of Hadrian,*"® the classical archaeologists indiscrimi-
nately demolished the remains of the medieval settlement together with the more recent
houses that covered the area, leaving us with little information, only one good plan and a
few photographs.*”” Two of the three Byzantine churches in the same area, the Taxiarchs and
Profitis Ilias, were also destroyed for the same reasons,*”” as well as the small Post-Byzantine
Soteira church,*' possibly in order to clear the area around the Gate of Athena Archegetis.
We have already mentioned the great importance of the complex that lay within the city’s
Post-Herulian defenses and occupied approximately eleven stremmata. The boundaries of the
Roman Agora that are still visible today on three sides remained so throughout the Middle
Byzantine period too: the cast is marked by the Horologion of Andronikos and the so-called
Agoranomeion, the west by the four-columned propylon of Athena Archegetis, and the south
by the high retaining wall. We do not know when the stoa and north perimeter wall** were
demolished, nor whether the small square existed in front of the third Byzantine church*”’
in the Middle Byzantine period. The square appears in later plans** in front of the Otto-
man mosque that was erected over the ruins of the church. In addition, it is not known
how the fountain worked in the medieval period (Fig. 27).* Still today a seasonal water
supply from the flank of the Acropolis feeds this fountain. Traces of hydraulic mortar and
brickwork bear witness to the fact that some additions were made to the fountain in the

tenth to twelfth centuries. Given that the level around the entire area would have risen, we

415 Travlos, Dictionary, 28 and 29, where he provides a bibliography on the excavations in the Agora before 1970.

416 On the restoration of numerous columns of the Roman Agora, in about 1940, we have only a brief note by Orlandos, in
"Exbeotg, 18.

417 At the cast side of the peristyle, two columns with their architrave were preserved in situ, incorporated into the modern
bakery of the army (Stavropoulos [1931] 14). It is obvious that they were in good condition during the medieval period.

418 Stavropoulos (1931) pl. A and fig. 4, 5, 6.

419 The Taxiarchs church was demolished in order to build a larger church (the Gregorousa) on the same site, and the Profitis
Ilias church in order to have a broad, open space near the new church.

420 Xyngopoulos, Mviueioe AOnvésv, 110, 111, fig. 142.

421 During the cighteenth and nineteenth centuries, a new settlement was built over the ruins of the Library of Hadrian and of
the Roman Agora, on the rising ground to the north. Travlos, Toleodopukn, 211, fig. 140.

422 Choremi, Ayopa, 7, 8.

423 L. Beschi, Una descrizione delle Antichita di Atene del 1687, RendLinc 1X, 13 (2002) fig. 6 (plan of the city by G.M.
Verneda).

424 According to A. Philadelpheus, "Ex0eo1g dvackap®dv kotd 16 £10G 1910, Prake 65 (1910) 116, the fountain was repaired
possibly during the Byzantine period.

425 Travlos supported the notion of continuity, namely, that the Roman Agora served as a marketplace from antiquity to modern

times (Dictionary, 29).
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Figure 27 Roman Agora. The fountain and its reservoir.

Views from above and in front.

must conjecture the existence of stairs
allowing access to the water. The fact that
the annual market known as the ‘Staro-
pazaro’ was held in this location in the
late Ottoman period does not provide
any certain proof that the area was used
for the same purpose in the period under
investigation here.*?

From the earlier excavations of Kou-
manoudis we learn that ‘a lot of earth
had to be disposed of as well as later
walls, irregular and having nothing to
do with the main building. They had to
be demolished and they were demol-
ished.” We also learn that they razed to
the ground an Ottoman bathhouse*” and
a small tekke located a short distance
from the west gate.428 There is no docu-
mentation of the medieval finds. Twenty
years later Alexandros Philadelpheus™
presumed, on the basis of the quantity
of Byzantine sculpted work discovered,
that ‘a large Christian church was built
[at the site] which disappeared under the
Turks’ and he referred to the existence
of a very thick Byzantine wall which ran
parallel to what was known then as Panos
Street, ‘which we excavated down to the

ancient level” and to the west of the fountain. To Philadelpheus we owe the excavation of

the two vaulted graves or ossuaries that are preserved still today very near the Library’s south-

ern retaining wall at a level slightly higher than the ancient level, just a short distance to the

west of the fountain. The entrances to the structures are eastward-facing and contiguous, and

preserved in relatively good condition. They probably do not belong to our period, to judge

from their manner of construction from small, tapering, carved arch-stones typical of build-

ings from the Ottoman period.

426
427

428
429
430

S. Koumanoudis, Avacka@r 1) Tpog duouds tod ‘Qpoloyiov Avdpovikov 100 Kuppiotov, Prake 45 (1890) 12-13.

Op. cit. 13. Koumanoudis hoped that the ‘small church of the Catholics’ would be expropriated and demolished. In fact,
the tekke (whose low dome is visible in the illustration of the Archegetis Gate by Du Moncel) had been handed over to the
Catholics of Athens in 1835 (see E. Daleziou, "Epeovou mepi t@v Aamivik®dv ékkinoidv kol uovav tav A0nvav éni

Tovproxpatiog [ABfvar 1964] 11, no. VII).
A. Philadelpheus, op. cit., 117.

Idem.

Idem, 116.
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Perhaps to these older excavations
should be attributed the discovery of a
wall that rests above the orthostat and
five courses of the ancient retaining
wall on the south side of the enclosure
(Fig. 28). The wall is constructed of
large, upright, well-cut stones arranged
in close proximity to each other and
resting on other stones arranged hori-
zontally, so as to create three “T’s and one

cross. Rubble masonry fills the spaces
Figure 28 Roman Agora. Byzantine wall with upright stone blocks.  between the large, cut stones. The style

of masonry is typical of the Middle Byz-
antine period,”" and the wall may have belonged to a church or some other important structure
that has not been investigated.

Most of our information about the medieval Roman Agora comes from excavations carried
out in 1930 and 1931 that were published by Phocbos Stavropoulos*” and supplemented by a
publication by Orlandos thirty years later.*** Here too the medieval remains of the settlement
were destroyed in order to expose the Roman complex, but many Byzantine movable finds
were preserved and we have a plan drawn by Travlos™* that gives us a general impression of the
area and the excavation, filling in the unclear presentation by Stavropoulos (Fig. 29).

The Byzantine finds are located at a depth of two or more meters and include what we
would expect: poor-quality walls rising to a low height and both ceramic and masonry pithoi.
The space between any standing columns was filled with rubble masonry435 to form walls and
rooms. Still uninvestigated are four columns set at regular intervals that were re-erected in
a line parallel to the western stoa* of the Roman peristyle. This was done in the Byzantine
period, judging by the fact that they were reused at the same level where the Byzantine finds
were discovered. Obviously the Middle Byzantine walls were quarried for stone in later peri-
ods, while the pithoi and siroi fell out of use, with the result that ‘the quantity of pithoi discovered . . .
lying on the ground and buried in it is remarkable.*¥’ Nothing was found in the area that was
excavated in 1930 to 1931 to suggest it had been used as an open space for a weekly or even
annual market, although the excavation was not finished since the area was occupied by modest
dwellings, a bakery, the Fethiye Mosque as well as two streets, Epameinonda and Panos. Later
the streets were closed, and the arca beneath them excavated. Of great significance for the

—_

431 Hadji-Minaglou, Grand appareil, 161-197.

432 Stavropoulos (1931).

433 Orlandos, Exbeaig.

434 Foldout plan with the Stavropoulos report (1931). Plan without signature. Possibly the first published drawing by Travlos.

435 Walls with similar masonry were found during the supplementary excavation by the 1st Ephorate of Prehistoric and Clas-
sical Antiquities between 2000 and 2004 (unpublished).

436 Shown in the drawing by Travlos. Also demolished.

437 Stavropoulos (1931) 3. See also fig. 3 and 4.
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Figure 29 Roman Agora. Reconstructive plan based on a drawing by J. Travlos. 0. The Archegetis Gate, 8. The Eastern
propylon, . Fethiye Mosque, d. Ruins of a church beneath the mosque, €. Church of Profitis Ilias, 6T. Church
of the Taxiarchs; {. Panagia Gregorousa, 1. Fountain, 0. Horologion of Andronikos Kyrrhestes, 1. Agoranomion.

industrial development of medieval Athens was the discovery of a pottery workshop*”* with a
kiln, a well,*’ refuse repositories and other finds that will be discussed later.

No effort was made during the 1930—1931 excavation to record the stratigraphy, perhaps
because the Byzantine levels were so disturbed: Byzantine pots were found on the Roman
pavement, for example.**’ Independent of their position and the depth in the deposits, the
coins that came to light were dated to between the sixth and late twelfth centuries. ™'

The publication by Orlandos*? attempted to fill the gaps left by the inadequate previous study
of the excavation, briefly repeating some of what was known, but also providing detailed lists of
the portable Byzantine finds, both marble sculpture and architectural elements, as well as pottery.

In the mid-1960s there were further interventions, best described as presentational work
although it did involve actual excavation in specific places. In 1965 all the deposits*™’ that had
remained unexplored in 1931 were excavated and the later “Turkish ruins’ were removed.

No mention was made of Byzantine remains in these deposits. In 1966 part of a Byzantine

438 Idem, 4-6, 11. A well by the Byzantine furnace’.
439 Tbid., 6.

440 Ibid., 5 and 6.

441 Orlandos, "Exbeoig.

442 Platon (1965) 34.

443 bid., 46, 47.
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building with two built-in piers was discovered and preserved. It was built directly on top of
the Roman pavement, but the chronology of the building remains undetermined. In addition,
various sections of buildings were discovered in the southwest corner of the complex** and
classified as Byzantine and Post-Byzantine, but without detailed description. What remains of
these are a siros and an assortment of Roman, Byzantine and Post-Byzantine potsherds.

The consequence of this sad history is that we can neither retrieve the shape of the urban
fabric in the Roman Agora, nor can we know the function of all the buildings whose remains
were brought to light in the course of successive excavations. The conditions around the
demolished churches dedicated to the Taxiarchs and Prophitis Ilias prohibit us from knowing
whether they were the katholika of monasteries within the city, or served as parish churches
for the inhabitants of the settlements inside the Library and the Roman Agora — and when

they were in use.

The Athenian Agora and the Areopagus

Systematic excavation at the site of the ancient Athenian Agora has revealed ruins of an exten-
sive residential area in Middle Byzantine Athens, perhaps the richest remains in the entire city.

After the Greek War of Independence, the few houses in this area**’ had fallen into ruin,
but a new neighborhood that came to be known as Vlassarou sprang up, with one- and two-
story houses as well as two important churches, Hagioi Apostoloi (Holy Apostles) and Hagios
Filippos (St Philip), which became parish churches. The new neighborhood had an irregular

overall plan that left the Stoa of Attalos (already the subject of study from 1859)** freestand-

ing on the east and was served by three main streets.

The creation in 1890—1891 of the Athens-Piracus railway, which cut through the northern
section of the site, was responsible for the tremendous destruction of archaeological levels
from both the ancient and medieval periods. Various architectural elements emerged from the

cutting, some of which ended up in the storerooms of the National Archacological Museum . ***

449

After the expropriation of the modern neighborhood,™ systematic excavations of the

Athenian Agora began in 1931 by the American School of Classical Studies and continued for
almost ecighty years. After the Second World War the excavation was extended northwards,
across the railway tracks and Adrianou Street. The Agora excavation represents a triumph of

classical archacology with the discovery, study and interpretation of nearly all the public build-

ings of the ancient city.d'50

444 1bid., pl. 69 y.

445 For the settlement at the same place during the Ottoman period, see Thompson and Wycherley, 218.

446 Excavations of the Archacological Society from 1869 onwards.

447 The streets Eponymon (extending to Patoussa Street), Areiou Pagou and Asteroskopeiou. Less important streets were Pos-
seidonos, Ptolemaiou and Apollodorou. See Shear (1935) 312.

448 Apyaioloyiov Aedtiov tijs Ievikijc Epopeiag Apyorotitwv 7 (1891) 103. See also BCH, 15 (1891) 368.

449 K. Biris, Ai AOfvai émo 100 1900 gig T6v 200v aidvo. (Athens 1966) 382, 431 n. a.

450 Camp, Agora, 7,9, 10. For the School’s intention to explore the arca’s classical, and not its medieval, past, sce N. Sakka,
The excavation of the ancient Agora of Athens: The politics of commissioning and managing the project, in D. Damaskos
and D. Plantzos (eds.), A Singular Antiquity. Archaeology and Hellenic Identity in twentieth-century Greece (= Mouseio Benaki, 3rd
Supplement, Athens 2008) 111-124.
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The same cannot be said for the archacology of the medieval levels. The abundant but aes-
thetically unimpressive remnants of the Middle Byzantine settlement were uncovered, docu-
mented with plans and photographs, correlated to pottery and coin evidence, described in the

excavations notebooks*’!

and subsequently removed as excavation continued into underlying
Hellenistic, classical and prehistorical levels. Brief notices about the medieval material were
given from time to time in the annual reports of the School’s work in Hesperia, and Travlos
included the briefest of mentions of the Byzantine finds up to 1960 in his Poleodomike.*** Alison
Frantz published a short illustrated guide of the Athenian Agora in the medieval period.*’
A complete publication exists only for finds from the area north of Adrianou Street** from
1980 onwards.

The manner in which the American School of Classical Studies conducts its excavation in
the Agora has created the conditions in which it will be possible in the future for the Byzantine
material to receive the scholarly attention it merits. The entire area between the Agoraios
Kolonos, Areopagus and Post-Herulian wall, bordered on the north by Astingos and Hagiou
Filippou Streets, has been divided into sections (Fig. 30)*° that are identified by letters in the
Greek alphabet. After the demolition of the modern houses and the sifting of the material
incorporated into them, excavation is carried out in sections with constant reference to the
stratigraphy (Fig. 31). Notebooks are kept and catalogues drawn up in which are recorded the

portable finds (sculpture, pottery and coins**

), descriptions of immovable finds (walls, pave-
ments and foundations) as well as the numbers of the negatives of the relevant photographic
material.**" The notebooks also contain a few architectural drawings.

Architectural documentation includes plans of the existing situation,”* mainly on a 1:200
scale, independent of the antiquity of the finds. And the photographic documentation is very
rich. But it is clear that, with the exception of the section north of the railway line, no sys-
tematic study of the Byzantine material has been conducted so far, neither during the period
of actual excavation, nor later by the excavators. Even though a considerable period of time
has elapsed since their discovery, the Byzantine remains of the Agora can still be studied and
utilized for scholarly research on the basis of the above-mentioned documentation. But in
order for reconstructive drawings at least of ground plans to be made, an exhaustive and
synthetic study of the existing drawings, photographs and notebooks must be conducted, and

such a study can only be carried out within the framework of the American School. Alison

451 For the system of work and the management of the documentation, seeT. Leslie Shear, Hesperia 7 (1938) 315-316 and C.A.
Mauzy, Oi dvackapés oupv Ayopd. tijs AOivag (Athens 2006) 12 ff.

452 Travlos, IToAeodouixi, 151 n. 3.

453 A. Frantz, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora, Picture Book (Princeton 1961).

454 The analytical studies of the findings in the sections BE, BZ and BH were made by the excavators.

455 The area of the Agora (and the modern neighborhood of Vlassarou) was divided into sections. Later, these sections were
divided into smaller ones, enumerated with new letters connected with the previous divisions. Hesperia 4 (1937) 335, fig. 2.

456 The coins were cleaned and identified immediately, in such a way that they were not disassociated from the study of the
strata and the structural remains.

457 Camp, Agora, 12—13.

458 Shear (1938) 317. By and large, the drawing and documentation work was done by J. Travlos and O. Pict de Jung.
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Figure 30 General plan of the Agora area. The sections of the excavation areas are indicated by Greek letters. (ASCSA.)
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Figure 31 Drawing showing the stratigraphy in section BH of
the Agora excavations (1997). North to south section
through the Roman temple. (T.L. Shear.)

459 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 124 n. 11.
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Frantz had let it be understood that
she would undertake this important
work,"” but did not manage to pro-
duce it in the end.

the

important finds, such as those from

Most  unfortunately, most
sections H, H and MM were discov-
ered early on, in the period between
1931 and 1938, at a time when the
pace had quickened in the search for
the Agora’s classical monuments. It is
cause for some puzzlement why the
Greek and non-Greek Byzantinists of
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that period did not show interest in the Byzantine remains at a time when the subject of the
‘Byzantine house’ had begun to spark lively discussion in scholarly research.*®

There are specific reasons why the remains of Middle Byzantine houses in the Agora are
so poor and offer little toward the understanding of their architecture and the same reasons
apply to the problems we face with contemporary finds in other parts of the city. Basically the
houses consisted of rubble masonry built with clay mortar at the ground floor walls, on top of
which, it seems, walls of unbaked bricks were constructed. After the houses were abandoned
by their inhabitants and the brick structure came apart, the lower part of the walls were quar-
ried for stone, and all that remained more or less intact were features beneath the ground
floor pavement level such as wells, pithoi and water reservoirs. The plundering of stones took
place when new homes were constructed in the Ottoman period and in the nineteenth cen-
tury, periods when we also find disturbances in the stratigraphy due to the creation of cesspits
and the installation of drainage systems. We have already mentioned the serious destruction
caused by the opening of the railway line.

Consequently, it has been possible to recognize only a very few full house plans in the
extensive Middle Byzantine neighborhoods that once existed in the Agora, even until the pres-
ent day. In 1960 Travlos acknowledged that a complete ground plan could be produced for
only one dwelling*! in the Agora, that in the area of the Eleusinion.*” As noted earlier, only
the study of the sections in the northern excavated area have enriched our knowledge of the
typology of the dwellings over the course of the last twenty years.

In the present study I will make an attempt to offer the best general overview of the Agora
as is possible at this time, based on the existing publications as well as the information scat-
tered throughout the excavation notebooks and the photographs generously placed at my
disposal by the American School of Classical Studies.*” The dating of the finds cannot be
exact because 1) many of the remains of dwellings have more than one construction phase,
2) the Byzantine coins and potsherds provide only a terminus post quem and their correla-
tion to pavements and walls requires extensive study of the notebooks, and 3) the pithoi and
masonry storage containers serve to verify that the construction is Byzantine, but can be
dated more specifically only with great difficulty,** and many were in all likelihood used
continuously over a long period of time, even after the dwelling to which they originally
belonged was rebuilt.

The oldest reference to Byzantine buildings in the Agora was made after the excavation, in
1933,*" of sections H and H’, whose northern border is the railway line. Together the sections
constitute a trapezoidal area covering 2.5 stremmata. At that time, section H was separated

from section P by Eponymon Street, which was shown to follow the cutting of a Byzantine

460 Ph. Koukoules, ITepi v Pulavtiviy oikiov, EEBX 12 (1936) 76-138; A. Orlandos, Té maAdtia kai T6 onitio Tod
MvoTpd, ABMET” (1937) 1-114.

461 Travlos, IToJgodouikn, 154; Mango, Architecture, 252.

462 Known as House D. See Travlos, [ToAgodopuixi, 154, 159, fig. 104; A. Frantz, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora (Princeton
1961) fig, 34.

463 We have not made use of drawings from the Agora Archives because of their fragile condition (most of them from the 1930s)

which requires that they be first restored.
464 Ch. Bakirtzis, Bulavivd toovkaloldynva, op. cit., 112, 113.
465 Shear (1935) 311 ff.

@
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Figure 32 Agora. The Middle Byzantine building complex in sections H and H’.View from the north. Phot.
ASCSA 4-265.

street.** In relation to the classical antiquities that are visible today, sections H and H” extend
east of the Stoa of Zeus and the Temple of Apollo Patroos.*’

In the northern area of the two sections, an extensive complex was discovered (Fig. 32),**
dated by coin finds to the eleventh and twelfth centuries.*” The railway cut across the entire
length of the complex, which measured at least 30 meters from north to south and 48 meters
from ecast to west. T. L. Shear*”” in his brief description provided some information about the
monument: it had at least 28 rooms and one open-air courtyard. The foundations are pre-
served as well as parts of the ground-floor walls. The foundations were constructed of field-

stones and pebbles mixed with clay in narrow trenches,*”" and the rooms had floors of packed

466 Shear (1937) 318.

467 Travlos, Dictionary, 527 and 96, respectively. Previous excavation rescarch in the Agora region was done by the German
Archaeological Institute (1896) and the Archaeological Society (1907).

468 Shear (1935) 315 ff. (1938) 118, figs. 5 and 6; Travlos, [ToAsodouixij, 151 n. 3.

469 Many coins were found under the pavements. In the fills were also found coins of the Frankish period, but nothing after the
thirteenth century.

470 Shear, op. cit.

471 Phot. ASCSA, HH’, 7.232.

—
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carth. It was clearly a modest building,
and its rooms were interpreted by the
excavator as shops or humble dwell-
ings.*”” Beneath the Middle Byzantine
complex were discovered walls of an
carlier building, and beneath this the
foundation of a Late Antique building,*”
of unknown function, with an interior
peristyle courtyard.

A cursory investigation of the exca-
vation notebooks (Fig. 33) and pho-
tographs can tell us more about this
medieval building, which was disman-
tled after it was documented.*’* In one
general drawing475 the twenty-cight
rooms are marked with Latin numerals
to facilitate both systematic excavation
and stratigraphical study of the pave-
ment in each of the rooms. The open-air
arca (labeled Room XVIII) was irregu-
lar in shape, measuring roughly 11 X 12
meters, and was not located at the cen-
ter of the complex, but on its southwest
side.*”* Only three rooms had direct
access to the open area. In the light
of this, the view"” that the complex
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Figure 33 Agora. Two sketch plans showing the relationship
between eleven rooms in the Byzantine complex
with walls of the underlying Roman buildings and
the Peribolos of the Twelve Gods, beneath them.
Diaries ASCSA HVI 1148 and 1149.

should be identified as an aule — an open-air courtyard used jointly by shops arranged along

478

its perimeter — known from Byzantine texts,*” is not well founded.

In addition, the arrangement of the four-sided rooms poses problems, since they make up

a closed unit without passages*”” and without light wells or air vents. Generally speaking, the

rooms were irregular in shape. Only in two cases have parts of the doorjambs survived to

show that the rooms intercommunicated, and it is conjectured that the entrance was on the

472 Shear (1935) 315.

473 Travlos, Dictionary, 27, fig. 37. North of the temple of Ares. Frantz, Late Antiquity, 109; Shear (1975) 315. In the lower
strata of room XXVII were found the foundations of the Altar of the Twelve Gods with the related inscription. The founda-

tions of the monument extend under the railway line.

474 May 1934. Diaries ASCSA, HVIIL
475 Diaries ASCSA, HII, 315, 316.

476 Diaries ASCSA, HV, 967, HVI, 1148, 1149, 1165.

477 Bouras, City, 648 n. 315.

478 Ch. Bouras, Aspects of the Byzantine city, eighth-fifteenth centuries, in Laiou, Economic History 11, 513-515.

479 With one exemption, a passage between rooms I and II.

71



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

north side, which was destroyed by

the cutting for the railway line. Large

480

numbers* of pithoi or masonry stor-

age siroi of various shapes and sizes*"

were sunken into the pavements,
except for in the open-air space,
where a layer of ash was found.*”?

There were also wells and traces of

a stone staircase leading to an upper

story.*®?

T.L. Shear’s four sketches pro- e

[Eartine Bguuatrr walls mred]

vide more information about the PR

large, cheaply constructed complex

: 484 . -
(Flg. 34)' The final conclusions Figure 34 Agora.The Byzantine complex in sections H and H’.

recorded in the notebooks*® were Sketch plan. Diaries ASCSA H 11, 315-316.
summarized in the campaign report
for 1935.

In sections H and H’, excavation brought to light remains of other noteworthy structures
dated by an abundance of coins and pottery to the Middle Byzantine period: a cistern measur-

ing 4.0 X 4.20 meters, " various unrelated rooms with consecutive pavement layers bearing

witness to long-term use,”” a building dubbed the ‘south Byzantine building’,”* and two

vaulted rooms of uncertain date.*®

Zone P was located in the triangular area between what were then known as Eponymon
and Areiou Pagou streets, and to the east of the two sections that were investigated. Today
this zone lies between the north entrance of the Agora and the fagade of the Palace of the
Giants, covering an area of approximately 17 stremmata. Here they found a densely built
Middle Byzantine settlement, ‘a large number of Byzantine houses, whose walls in some cases
reached down below the ground level of the Classical period’.* The medieval street that cor-
responded to the modern Eponymon-Patousa Street had houses on both sides in both sections
H and P. The excavation was conducted in 1936*" and the Byzantine remains were preserved

for one year afterwards.

480 Diaries ASCSA, H’ VII, 1263. Built pithos 2.20 m high, 1.45 m in diameter.
481 Diaries ASCSA, H’ 11, 461, H 111, 368, HVI, 1148, 1149, HVII, 1194, 1200, 1202.
482 Diaries ASCSA, HVIII, 1388.

483 Diaries ASCSA, HVI, 1149.

484 Diaries ASCSA, HV, 967, HVI, 1148-1149, HVI, 1165.

485 Diaries ASCSA, HVIII, 1425-1432.

486 Diaries ASCSA, HII, 194.

487 Ibid., 263.

488 Diaries ASCSA, H III, 485-487.

489 Diaries ASCSA, H1I, 305, 369.

490 Shear (1937) 352.

491 Shear (1938) 318, 322.
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Figure 35 Agora. Walls forming rooms west of the Stoa of Attalos (section X). Phot. ASCSA B-64.

The excavators had divided the area into eight subsections, identifying and naming at least
eight houses (A to E).*” But they were not able to draw up full plans of all of the houses, and
in the case of only one did they manage to identify and label seven rooms.*”” Many of the
coins and potsherds (some with incised representations) found here help to date the finds to
the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The large quantity of pithoi, both ceramic and masonry,
found set into the ground-floor pavements attest the buildings’ domestic function.*”* Part of
one side of the street (the continuation of Eponymon Street) formed a retaining wall that was
well constructed of large, irregularly cut stones, set vertically and surrounded by brick.*”

Immediately to the cast and along the entire length of the Stoa of Attalos are the remains of
section X (Fig. 35)." The Post-Herulian wall ran along the top of the back wall of the stoa*”
and formed a clear boundary for the extensive settlement, which had rows of houses arranged

along both sides of a street.””® Lamentably, there is very little information in the excavation

492 Diaries ASCSA, P I, 143, 144.

493 Diaries ASCSA, P 111, 441-442.

494 Sketch plans in Diaries. ASCSA, P 1, 143, 144, P II, 371, 372, P III, 441, 442.

495 Phot. ASCSA, XLVII, 65, 73.

496 Shear (1937) 322, without important information.

497 ].Travlos in Frantz, Late Antiquity, 131-136, pl. 5, 6.

498 Shear (1939) 211, fig. 10, 212. The systematic documentation work in the Middle Byzantine house delayed the excavation
program. View of the street, phot. ASCSA, X 8.61.
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Figure 36 Agora. House D in section II. Partial view of the ruins. Phot. ASCSA XIII, 46.

publications about the medieval remains in section %,*” even though they were abundant. The
notebooks reveal a situation similar to that in section P, with pithoi (some even with their cov-

ers intact) set into the pavements in the rooms,*” wells*”'

and significant quantities of pottery.
Although the levels were disturbed and, consequently, the numismatic evidence somewhat
unclear, the dating of the remains to the Middle Byzantine period is certain.

Likewise, there is little information available about the medieval finds in section E.**> This
section extends southwards from zones H and H’ and eastwards from the Metroon and the
monument of the Eponymous Heroes. It has a surface area of 2.3 stremmata and was exca-
vated already in 1931-1932. The notebooks and photographs suggest that the Middle Byz-
antine settlement covered this area too, as suggested by the characteristically large numbers
of both ceramic and masonry storage pithoi.*** Particularly noteworthy are 1) a small vaulted
cistern,’ 2) a well-built wall with four rectangular ashlar blocks arranged vertically and

separated with rubble masonry>” and 3) two groups of three shallow basins about which the

499 See also Travlos, IToAgeodopurciy, 151 n. 3.

500 Diaries ASCSA, E VI, 3198, 3200, phot. ASCSA, T XII, 64.

501 Diaries ASCSA, X XVIII, 3469.

502 Travlos, [loAgodoukiy, 151.

503 Diaries ASCSA, E II, 325, 329, 341, 347, 366. E III, 381, 489, 492, 498 ct al.
504 Diaries ASCSA, E I, 226.

505 Diaries ASCSA, E I, 328, phot. ASCSA, E.523 4.

=
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STREET

Figure 37 Agora. House D in section Il in the vicinity  Figure 3§ Agora. Byzantine houses at the south end of
of the ancient Eleusinion. Drawing by J. section NN. Phot. ASCSA XVII.31.
Travlos. (A. Frantz).

excavators provided only partial information, but which apparently belonged to a small indus-
trial workshop,* perhaps a dyer’s shop, by comparison with similar finds near the Temple of
Olympian Zeus.*”’

At the southeast edge of the Agora, in the area of the ancient Eleusinion, excavation in
sections HH, @0 and II stretched 3040 meters inside the area walled by the Post-Herulian

508

wall. The modern church of the Hypapante™ once stood here as well as one of the gates in the

enclosure wall, which took its name from the church’s dedication. Excavation in these three
sections of the Agora brought to light remains of many houses from the Middle Byzantine
period for which no information was ever published. It appears from the notebooks that the
remains of at least five buildings were distinguished,”” identified by letters A to D, while the
fifth was labeled a storehouse.” Of all these buildings, sufficient remnants have survived
of only one, Building D (Fig. 38), in order to permit the reconstruction of its ground plan,
even though the building had been partially destroyed in the construction of the Hypapante
church.*"

And indeed, Building D is, according to Travlos,’"” the only Byzantine habitation found in

the Agora whose entire layout is discernable (Fig. 37).°" It was constructed against the wall

514

and in direct association with the gate;”'* its entrance was from the street that, it has been

506 Diaries ASCSA, E1I, 351, phot. ASCSA, E.229.7.31 and 2307.31.

507 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) pl. 9 B.

508 The church was demolished. Phot. ASCSA, XII 71-75, Diaries ASCSA, 11, VII, 1222, 1372.

509 Diaries ASCSA, II, VI and VII.

510 Phot. ASCSA, XIIL, 912,

511 A. Frantz, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora, op. cit., fig. 34; Travlos, [loAgodouiriy, 159, fig. 104; Sigalos, Housing, 210,
fig. 66.

512 Travlos, [Toleodopuki, 154.

513 In section II, in the south part of the ancient Eleusinion.

514 Phot. ASCSA, 11, XIII, 51. 52. In 1934, the Post-Herulian wall was called Valerianic.
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suggested, followed in the medieval period the course of Tripodon Street, as noted above.
Occupying approximately 120 square meters, the dwelling was composed of small rooms
situated around an open-air courtyard, and the evidence points to a twelfth-century date.*”
We will return later to the Building D house type and Travlos’s views on this type.

A street of varying widths separated houses B and D,*'® and another oriented north—south
follows along the exterior of the wall in the direction of the Acropolis. In house C the walls
are partly constructed®'” of ashlar masonry and brick. In the vicinity of the Eleusinion it was
observed that the floor pavements had been repeatedly raised, as evidenced by the elongation
of the mouths of the pithoi set into the pavements.'®

In sections NN” and Z, over the ruins of the Odeon of Agrippa and the Late Roman palace
complex, scattered remains of buildings were noted®” (Fig. 38), which were dated by coins
and pottery to the eleventh and twelfth centuries. At least one of the Giants that formed the
entrance to the later Gymnasium®*’ remained in situ, but we lack excavation data concerning
the evidence for the Middle Byzantine period.**' From the photographs it appears the street
that runs today between sections N, E and P did not exist at the time of the excavation.

In section B near the Tholos,*” the medieval finds were also quite poor. But the discovery of
the ruins of a sixth-century house, also in use in the seventh century,’” constitutes significant
evidence for the history of the city and the Agora, before the creation of the Middle Byzantine
settlements.

In section KK, which includes the ancient Temple of Hephaistos, excavation continued down
to the live rock. The only Byzantine remains mentioned are graves. To the northeast of the
temple, a vaulted cistern with a reinforced arch®** was discovered in an excellent state of pres-
ervation. It may predate the period under consideration and was certainly in long-term use.

Still further to the north, in section AA, the Byzantine settlement spread out over an area of
more than two stremmata, but not even summary accounts were published about it. Visible in
the photographs®”* are medieval ruins, a street and houses on either side of it (Fig. 39). The finds
must have been significant given their intimate connection®”® with the neighboring section MM.

The medieval remains in this northwest corner of the Agora were, in fact, very important.
And they were not limited to the area excavated by the Americans, but also extend into the
surrounding areas, which were excavated when the opportunity arose thanks to modern con-

struction projects.

515 For the excavation in the rooms of House D, see diaries ASCSA, II, VI, 1239 f.f.
516 Phot. ASCSA, II, 81.433,

517 Phot. ASCSA, 11, 7.224.

518 Diaries ASCSA, II, VII, 1292,

519 H.Thompson, The Odeon in the Athenian Agora, op. cit., 137.

520 H.Thompson, The Palace of the Giants, in Frantz, Late Antiquity, 95 ff. pl. 55.
521 See also here p. 47 n. 282.

522 H.Thompson, The Tholos of Athens and its predecessors, Hesperia, Supplement 4 (1940) 137.
523 Idem, 121-126;Travlos, IloAgodopuxn, 149 n. 2, 150, fig. 95.

524 Phot. ASCSA, 6.307 and 6.308.

525 Phot. ASCSA, 7.348.

526 The railway now separates the two sections of the formerly united settlement.
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Figure 39 Agora. Two houses and a road between them, in section AA. Phot. ASCSA, 7348.

It is noted in the brief excavation report®”’ that:

These strata are so clearly marked and the plans of the houses are so well preserved that this
settlement will be of value for the study of the history of the area in Byzantine times. Pottery
and coins are abundantly present in the various strata and help vividly to reconstitute this

interesting page of Byzantine history.

The same report mentions remains of older phases from the ninth and tenth centuries and
that, after a fire, these were replaced by a group of large houses, arranged along two parallel
streets from north to south and dated to c. 1100.°?® After a second fire, the houses were rebuilt
and finally abandoned sometime in the thirteenth century.

*2 and abundant information about

The notebooks contain descriptions of habitations
pithoi and masonry siroi that were usually sunken into the pavements in the rooms and were some-

times of considerable size.’* These storage containers for both dried goods and liquids will

527 Shear (1935) 342; Shear (1937) 338, 342.

528 Dated by the coins found in the strata of the pavements.

529 Diaries ASCSA, MM I, 107, MM III, 467, 505506, MM 1V, 694, 698 and others.

530 Diaries ASCSA, MM I, 228 (jar 2.25 m high, 1.40 m in diameter), 260 (jar 2.08 m high, 1.80 m in diameter). Catalogue of
nine pithoi from the same sections, see Diaries ASCSA, MM IV, 715-719. See also A. Frantz, The Middle Ages, op. cit., fig. 35.
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s DY SEEL be discussed below. Also mentioned in

the notebooks for section MM we find a
531
b

gravel-paved  stree an ossuary,””’ and

LEVEL OF PANATHEMAIC way
N BEH AN TIREs

an industrial area®*® with four open basins,

two round with a 1.05-meter diameter and

S two square, the sides each measuring 1.15
THESE/ON ST

meters in length. The ground level of both

streets and indoor pavements has risen

considerably, a fact that may be associated

sdse  e—-

with destructions and reoccupations of the

‘buildings.534 Cesspits and water runoff sys-

tems were also noted.’®

" BYZANTINE

Directly connected to section MM of

AADLLGN ST

the Agora are the finds from a plot on
Hagiou Filippou Street, between Hermou
and Astingos Streets, that was excavated

in 1967°%° and has already been mentioned

/'/ above. At the corner of Adrianou and
Thiseiou Streets (Fig. 40) and to the north

of the garden located there today, an exca-

JT,
P

Figure 40 Remains of a Byzantine house over the ancient vation was undertaken and the material
Panathenaic Way, at 7 Adrianou Street. Plan was adequately published.537 The remains
and section. Drawing by ]. Travlos, 1959.

(E. Vanderpool.) of Byzantine houses with pithoi and siroi on

the fill along the ancient Panathenaic Way

t538

were brought to light. A Byzantine street”® that followed the course of the ancient street

ran between two of these houses. The finds were related to others discovered in 1956 at 7

539
t,

Adrianou Stree the plot located at the opposite corner of Adrianou and Thiseiou. The

picture presented by the finds was the same: walls, pavements and storage jars from Byz-
antine houses, parts of a Byzantine street and the occupation of a section along the width
of the Panathenaic Way. The excavators®* confirm that here, too, there were three phases
of buildings and that the level of both the street and the interior pavements rose, as is clear

from the elongation of the storage vessel mouths. The north—south-oriented street ran to

531 Diaries ASCSA, MMV, 816.

532 Diaries ASCSA, MM, IV, 38.

533 Diaries ASCSA, MM, 11, 269, 270.

534 Diaries ASCSA, MM 111, 468. The ashes found between the three successive pavings of the floor attest destruction by fire.

535 Diarics ASCSA, MM 1V, 627.

536 Alexandri (1967) 43, dr. no 6.

537 Y. Nicopoulou, Tomoypa@iké ABnvdv, 444 4 (1971) 1-9, drawings nos. 1-3, figs. 1 and 4. In the plan (fig. 1) of the
plot at 5 Adrianou Street, the Byzantine remains are noted with I"”.

538 In the drawing of fig. 3, jars and wells are noted along the street without comment.

539 Vanderpool, Roads, 291295, drawing no. 2 (plan and section).

540 I. Miliadis, J. Travlos and S. Haritonidis collaborated with E. Vanderpool in the excavation.
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the east of the Byzantine house and was the same street that was discovered in section MM
in the Agora.**!

As I noted in the introductory comments about the Byzantine settlement in the Athenian
Agora, the work conducted in the sections located north of the railway line, notably BE, BZ
and BH, were more systematic in their treatment of the Middle Byzantine finds, dcvoting
close study to them rather than just mere documentation. After 1980, excavations began in
an extensive area covering approximately 3.50 stremmata between Astingos and Adrianou
Streets, and work continues to the present day. A series of publications, primarily in Hesperia,
provide us for the first time with a substantial, if not complete,*” picture of the medieval built
environment of Athens and its domestic architecture.

The existence of a Middle Byzantine settlement reaching as far as the northern bound-
ary of section BE became known already in 1958, in the course of a rescue excavation
at 11 Astingos Street.”” This excavation brought to light walls, a storage vessel and the
north—south-oriented street that was later identified elsewhere too. In addition, Byzantine
buildings had previously been identified on Hagiou Filippou Street, at the area’s eastern

end.”*

The American School excavations conducted over the three-year period of 1980-1982°*
revealed at least three dwellings in section BZ that had courtyards, wells, a large number of
storage vessels and siroi. The finds belong to successive phases, and an intervening catastrophe
was attested in the mid-eleventh century. The published plans give approximate dates for

the walls and pavements**

and provide full data for the stratigraphys"'7 from antiquity until
the twelfth century. Noteworthy is the use of ancient material from the underlying classical
monuments, the occasional use of older walls as foundations, the reuse of ancient wells by
raising their sides”™ and the discovery of the north—south-oriented street that followed the
ancient course and terminated at the Panathenaic Way. Although the excavation produced a
large number of coins, the exact dating of the building phases was not possible. The walls of
the houses in this group were cheaply constructed using small-sized rubble, with the excep-
tion of the south wall of room Z,** built with stone ashlars set vertically and the intervening
spaces filled with small stones.

The excavation carried out during the next five years, 1989—-1993, widened the investigated

area to the south, over the covered Eridanos River’” and into sections BZ and BE, revealing

541 Shear (1937) 342.

542 Shear (1984) 57.

543 Vanderpool, Roads, 295-297.

544 Alexandri (1967) 43.

545 Shear (1984) 50—57;T. Leslie Shear Jr. and J. McCamp, ArchDelt 45 (1990) B, 28.

546 Shear (1984) 51, fig. 17.

547 Thid., 52, fig. 18, 53, fig. 19.

548 At the lowest section of the well J.3.1 (op. cit., 52, fig. 18) were preserved the ancient ceramic rings which faced the walls

and, at the top, the section constructed after the pavement was raised in room 2. For Byzantine finds from the same well,
see op. cit., pl. 16.

549 Shear (1984) pl. 15 a.

550 Shear (1997) 514-521.
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Figure 41 Agora. Excavations in sections BE and BZ

(1982). Remains of three houses. Drawing by
W.B. Dinsmoor Jr. (T. L. Shear.)

more of the Middle Byzantine settlement.
Detailed study of the Middle Byzantine
levels®' followed the publication of three
summary excavation reports (Fig. 41).>
The habitations on either side of the
known central street, with its north—
south orientation, were found and studied
afresh. They were all dated to between c.
900 and the thirteenth century, and almost
all the questions about the fully devel-
oped ground plan of these houses were
answered. Ceramic and masonry pithoi***
were discovered under the pavements of
nearly all the rooms, which were num-
bered and systematically investigated. By

55 of the sec-

comparing the ground plans
ond and third phases of two houses located
west of the street, one understands that
most of the walls from the previous phase
were preserved, whereas, by contrast, in
the third phase rooms were constructed in
the open-air courtyards, an indication of
population growth. Heaps of broken roof
tiles®> also provide proof that the houses
were either partially or fully covered by
tiled wooden roofs. The ancient well ].3.4
was in use for centuries and preserved its
Hellenistic wellhead in situ.”*® The coins
associated with pavements and walls per-
mit an approximate date for the three
phases of these habitations.

On the east side of the road,*’ later

foundations totally destroyed a section where there were Middle Byzantine levels. At the

north corner near Astingos Street stand the ruins of a house with two long rooms with a

552
553
554
555
556
557

Ibid., 521-547.

T. Leslie Shear Jr. and J. McCamp, ArchDelt 45 (1990) B’ 28; ArchDelt 47 (1992) B’ 17; ArchDelt 48 (1993) B’ 27-30.

Some of the storage pits are very large. Shear (1997) 530.
Ibid., 524, fig. 8, 525, fig. 9; Sigalos, Housing, 212, fig. 71.
Shear (1997) 526.

Ibid., 528, pl. 103 a. In secondary or tertiary use.

Ibid., 531 ff.
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courtyard to their east.”*® Here an arrangement between the courtyard and one of the rooms
was discovered that is unique to this day: two large, equal-sized apertures with a pier between
them,**” making it possible to suggest the existence of two arches on the house’s ground-floor
facade, perhaps in order to facilitate the storage of goods in the large pithoi preserved sunken

1°%° in reuse®®

into the room’s pavement. An ancient wel was in all probability intended for
public use and preserved not only interesting details relating to its construction, but also pot-
tery, both broken and intact,**” from various periods when the well was in use.

In the course of the excavation, the remains of two ecclesiastical monuments came to light.
The first was a small single-aisled chapel of unknown dedication,*** for which two building
phases were identified. Low segments of Late Antique walls were found in reuse, and there
were graves beneath the chapel pavement. The second monument was the church of Hagios
Nikolaos,*** with four building phases and in close proximity to the Byzantine church of
Hagios Filippos. I will discuss these two monuments later.

An area of roughly 16 meters along the central street between sections BZ and BE was exca-
vated, as well as the plots on cither side of the street, between 1998 and 2001. Once again, brief

*¢* preceded the detailed publication in Hesperia,”® where excellent plans

excavation reports
were made available.*” Here, too, the urban fabric is densely woven, and walls belonging to two
houses were identified. A large dwelling with a trapezoidal ground plan and four rooms seems
not to have been revealed in full.*** The openings by which the rooms communicated are clearly
visible, and various pithoi and a siros with a nearly 2-meter diameter were found under the floor
pavements. The remains of a staircase confirm that there was at least one upper story. A street
almost 2 meters wide runs along the south of the building and intersects with the main street.

To the right side of this dwelling was revealed the ground floor of what might have been two
relatively large houses with irregular ground plans. One had direct access to the main street,**’
a small interior courtyard with a well and a stone built staircase. The second had an oblong
room with large storage jars and a cistern. This room was connected by a I'-shaped courtyard to
the house with the aforementioned double arch, known from the previous period of excavations.

Investigation of these habitations confirmed what one knows about the construction of
houses from this period: packed-carth pavements on the ground floor, rubble joined by simple

clay mortar, and pithoi, siroi and cesspits located under the pavements. Some walls had two

558 Ibid., drawing no. 7, 522, shown as a courtyard in the topographical plan of the actual state in 1993. Later it was understood
that it was not a courtyard, but a public street.

559 The width of each opening is 1.55 m. And the size of the pillar 85 X 85 cm.

560 East of House K.1:2.

561 Shear (1997) 533, pl. 105 o.

562 Ibid., 534, pl. 106 a-d.

563 Ibid., 535, fig. 10, pl. 107 a, b.

564 Ihid., 538, fig. 11, 12, pl. 108 .

565 J. Camp, ArchDelt 53 (1998) B’, 51, 52 and ArchDelt 54 (1999) B, 69—70.

566 Camp (2003) 241-246.

567 Ibid., 242, fig. 1, 243, fig, 2.

568 The existence of a courtyard with a well at the north side of the house has not been confirmed.

569 To the south, the house is adjacent to a chapel.
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building phases, but construction for the entire section of these dwellings began in the tenth

570

century’” or the early eleventh, and it was inhabited until the thirteenth.

The summary of results from the period between 2002 and 2007°"" included the reinves-
tigation of old finds and presentation®”

of Astingos Street and above the ancient stoa that is believed to be the Stoa Poikile. The walls

of a new part of section BH, located along the course

that were discovered date mainly to the tenth century, but it is unfortunate that no ground
plan was produced, not of even a single house. Only very few pithoi were found on the west
side, but more on the east. Novel finds included an oven and the burial under one room’s
pavement of a ceramic pot containing a fetus. The latter posed difficulties of interpretation
for the excavators.*”

The medieval remains in the other sections of the Athenian Agora were relatively limited,
or at least little is revealed about them in the publications. An ancient street along South Stoa
I was preserved, with only slight deviations, into the Middle Byzantine period and also into
the modern period, known now by the name Asteroskopeiou Street in the Vlassarou neigh-
borhood. At the boundaries of sections Zt,Y, ® and ¥, there were Middle Byzantine dwellings
of which only the ceramic pithoi and siroi that had been sunk into the pavements survive. At
the west end of the area, in section X1(?) opposite the Southwest Fountain House,*”* a row of
sixteen pithoi (fifteen masonry and one ceramic) were discovered. These were interpreted as
belonging to a shop®” that was supplied from the street leading to the Piracus Gate.’” The
layer revealing signs of destruction in the thirteenth century was attributed to the attack on
the city by Leo Sgouros.

Further to the west, Middle Byzantine houses have also been found in section A. In addition
to walls, the excavation notebooks mention a small vaulted cistern®”” and a very hard pave-
ment, perhaps of an oil or wine press,*” a well-constructed wall with large, upright ashlars
of conglomerate stone,*” ancient wells — one of which had the well-known ancient ceramic
rings in its lower section and contained unbroken water jugs from various periods®’ — and
even fragments of white marble with Middle Byzantine sculpture.’®’

From the photographs published by the American School one may conclude that other
remains of Middle Byzantine houses existed in the Agora, but information about them

was not published. A complex of Byzantine walls®®? was found in section IT to the north of

570 Among the various Byzantine coins found was a hoard with bronze folles, dated between 976 and 1035.
571 Camp (2007) 629-633.

572 Idem, 646-648.

573 Idem, 646 n. 16.

574 H.Thompson, Southwest Fountain House, Hesperia 24 (1955) 52—54; Hesperia 25 (1956) 52—53.

575 Thompson (1968) 57-58.

576 Thompson and Wycherley, 216.They probably mean the gate in the Valerianic wall, north of the Pnyx.
577 Diaries ASCSA, A 2,213.

578 Ihid., 202.

579 Ibid., 315.

580 Diaries ASCSA, A 3,429-454.

581 Diaries ASCSA, A 1, 33,49, 59.

582 Phot. ASCSA, XLVII, 43, 44.
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the church of the Hagioi Apostoloi, as well as a vaulted grave whose vault was constructed
of brick and wedge-shaped stones. A short distance to the south, in section ITA** to the east
and section T to the north of the same church,”® there were also groups of ruins from our
period, including an unknown number of dwellings.

Beyond the main area of the Agora, in section III, located northwest of the Arcopagus,
more medieval remains were found and two distinct houses were identified by the excavators
as A and B. Finally, in the medieval levels above the so-called ‘industrial district” of ancient
Athens, in the small valley between the Pnyx and the Hill of the Muses, excavation revealed

a Byzantine settlement™

in which elements from the underlying ancient levels were widely
reused as building material. South of the settlement there was an enclosure wall, and above
the so-called ‘porous stone room’ was found a kiln for the production of pottery and ceramic
tiles that was in use during the tenth and eleventh centuries. The kiln inspired the untenable
view**’ that the district was the site of continuous industrial activity from the ancient period.
The ancient wells, some of which would have been reused in later periods, bore interesting
finds. However, no information was provided about the type or construction of the houses
belonging to this settlement. Associated with it are the finds from the excavation®® conducted
at 18—20 Vasilis Street that brought four siroi to light.

South slope of the Acropolis

After the assault of the Heruli, a wide band of settlement located to the south of the Acropolis
underwent a new period of development, even flourishing in the fourth, fifth and early sixth
centuries, with the construction of large and luxurious residences followed by the general
decline of the transitional period.”® In the Middle Byzantine period we find a new cluster
of buildings in the form of small houses and industrial workshops built on top of the older
ruins. But later, in the Frankish and the early Ottoman periods, the area was once again fully
deserted.

The entire area of the south slope of the Acropolis was embraced by the Valerianic fortifica-
tions. But it was the extension of the Post-Herulian wall, built after A.D. 267 on the south
side of the Acropolis,* and later the Rizokastro that set the boundaries for two zones defined
mainly by differences in the natural sloping of the terrain. In the upper zone, where the

ancient ruins are the dominant feature, the medieval remains that exist to be studied are very

583 Ibid., 67.

584 Phot. ASCSA, 80458, 80509.

585 Frantz, Late Antiquity, pl. 70. Ceramic jars and wells among the ruins of the ancient mint and Panathenaion Street. Shear
(1937) 357.

586 R.S.Young, An industrial district of Ancient Athens, Hesperia 20 (1951) 285-287; V. Christopoulou, Apyaio. Ayopd,
‘Odny06¢ (Athens 2004) 13, fig. 15.

587 R.S.Young, op. cit., 286.

588 E. Spathari, ArchDelt 34 (1979) B’, 26.

589 C. Morrisson and ]. P. Sodini, The sixth century economy, in Laiou, Economic History II, 310-311 n. 112.

590 As it is proved persuasively by M. Korres, Epyacieg 6t pvnugio, ArchDelt 35 (1980) B’, 18, 19, and ITopotnpriceig,
20-21. See also above p. 24 n. 89.
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limited, either because houses were not built on the steep terrain near the Acropolis wall, or
because they were cleared, without prior documentation, by archacologists interested only
in classical archacology. In the lower zone, rescue excavations were conducted in Dionysiou
Arcopagitou Street and further to the south, while there were systematic excavations in the
area of the Makrygianni barracks, with noteworthy results.

The cavea of the Theatre of Dionysos had been quarried for centuries and had been filled
with earth to the extent that its form was unrecognizable in the modern times. Excavations
began in 1838, but serious work began forty years later.

It appears from the notes of work in progress published by A. Roussopoulos™ that if there
was a medieval settlement in the Theatre of Dionysos, no care was taken to preserve or even
investigate it. Fortunately, the plans drawn by Ernst Ziller*” preserve a few interesting cle-
ments and help us to interpret some of Roussopoulos’s notes. The latter do not include out-
right descriptions of medieval finds, but only passing mention: ‘I observe from the adjacent

,”* “part of a sizeable round column, diameter 0.50 and around it poor-qual-

barbarian walls’
ity, barbarian buildings’,*** ‘Byzantine and Frankish and Turkish . . . and poorly-built, except
for the large ancient stones with which they are mixed, for the most part, and the . . . later
houses and wells, made of either ceramic or stone, found inside; the worst [quality] buildings
made in the manner of today’s poor were on both sides of . . . the stairs of the theatre. These
were demolished.””” From the summary description, we can only indirectly identify the ruins
of the Rizokastro, which ran on the orchestra and between the retaining walls of the parodoi.*”
Needless to say, whatever was not considered to belong to the ancient theatre was demolished.
Not even part of the Phaidros bema escaped destruction.*”’

From Ziller’s ground plan it appears that a relatively large cistern survived at the southwest
corner of the orchestra,*” four rooms were attached to the south wall of the stage*” and there
were at least six wells. The existence of pithoi and siroi provide the only indication that these
finds*® (and most of whatever else was not included on the plan) belonged to the Middle
Byzantine period.

In 1951 Travlos noted that at the eastern parodos of the theatre there were various walls,

many pithoi and three graves (one vaulted) built on top of the remains of a single-aisled Early

591 A. Roussopoulos, Avockogai Oedtpov Atovocov, ArchEph 17 (1862) cols. 94—102, 128—147, 209219, 271-279,
285-294.

592 Idem, pl. M’, MA’, MB’.

593 Idem, cols. 592-600.

594 1Ibid., col. 132.

595 Ibid., col. 286.

596 Ibid., col. 129, 134, 286. In the plan of pl. M’ (by E. Ziller), it shows a massive buttress supporting the wall, in the middle
of the theatre’s orchestra.

597 1Ibid., col. 212, “We judged it reasonable to demolish the scene of Phaidros, leaving only the wall of the proscenium.

598 1bid., col. 210.The cistern built directly on the marble pavement of the orchestra was possibly much earlier. It was daubed
with lime mortar.

599 Ibid., col. 286.Two of the rooms were entered from the south and had ceramic jars set into the floor.

600 Ibid., col. 212. “They found buildings of later times . . . A great number of jars, ceramic or built of small stones, was found

in all the excavated part of the theatre . . . of small or great size, 1--3 m high with a volume in proportion to the height . . .
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Christian basilica,”" all dating from the Byzantine period.*” In this case, too, the publication
is insufficient.

The reasonably well-documented excavation of a house was undertaken in the context of
restoration work on the theatre’s eastern retaining wall in 1987.%” Various indications, par-
ticularly from pottery,®* suggest that the residence was in use in the twelfth century and was
destroyed in the construction of the Rizokastro. Under the pavement was found a masonry
siros and a second one somewhat further to the west.®” The construction of the house was
reasonably careful, with flat stones and bricks used for the walls and cut conglomerate stone
for the doorjambs of one door. While at least two rooms were identified, once again we lack
a complete ground plan of the house.

Siroi, pithoi, a channel (of unknown date) cut into the live rock®” and a ‘little cistern’ of
Byzantine date were noted in the course of work®”” undertaken in the 1960s between the west
side of the theatre and the Stoa of Eumenes.

In the area of the neighboring Odeon of Perikles, excavation®” brought to light the founda-

tions of the Byzantine church of Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos®”

610

(to which we will return),

vaulted ossuaries of unknown date®™ and masonry storage jars®"! from the Middle Byzantine

period. The foundation of the later Rizokastro crosses the ancient monument along its entire
width.

Further to the west, in the Asklepieion, the ancient stoa was transformed in the Early
Christian period into a large three-aisled basilica,'? which (as has been noted)*”” was still

functioning in medieval times. In the same area a large Byzantine cistern®'* is preserved in

615
I,

very good condition, as well as a double well,*" that is to say, two wells that are linked by an

underground channel. Fragments of Middle Byzantine glass vessels found together with sixth-
century bronze coins complicate the chronology.

Koumanoudis, the general secretary of the Archacological Society, began excavating
west of the Asklepicion, along the length of the Stoa of Eumenes, in 1876—1877, and these

601 1. Travlos, Avackagai &v 1@ Aovuclok® Oedtpw, Prake 112 (1957) 41-52 and ArchEph 92-93 (1953/54) B’,
301-316.

602 Idem, 42, 45, fig, 1.

603 Makri et al., Pilokaotpo.

604 A.Vavylopoulou-Charitonidou, Kepoautkt] Bulovtiviig oikiag A’, DChAE 14 (1987-88) . . . 14 (1987-88) 344-350.

605 K. Tsakos, Avackapikn Epevva 6o x@po Bopela amd 16 AvAaANuua THG AvaToMKS Tapddov T0D AlOVUGLaKOD
Oedtpov, DChAE 14 (1987-88) 336-344.

606 Platon (1966) 39.

607 Platon (1965) 28.

608 P Kastriotis, To ‘Qdglov Tod [Teptkhéong Kai ol avackaeal kotd THv MA yoviay Thg AKpoTOAe®S, Prake 69 (1914)
81-124.

609 Idem, 105, 107; I. Travlos, Avacko@ai &v 76 Aovuclakd Oedtpe, Prake 106 (1951) 4548, fig. 4—7.

610 P. Kastriotis, op. cit., 105.

611 Ibid., 93; Travlos, Dictionary 390, fig. 503 and 391, fig. 504. There are storage pits at the southwest and northeast corners
of the Odeon.

612 I Travlos, H makatoypiotiaviky Pociiikh tod Ackinmieiov t@v AOnvedv, ArchEph 78-80 (1939/41) 35-68.

613 See above p. 47.

614 See also above p. 37 fig. 18.

615 Platon (1964) 32.
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investigations were, as usual, devastating for the medieval finds. The published excavation

reports include the following brief and indefinite descriptions:®'® ‘various lines of walls, of

limestone . . . constructed in a loose and irregular manner . . . [which] after detailed inves-
tigation we demolished’,*'” and ‘I pass over the ceramic and masonry pithoi that we found in
various places, and a large, empty cistern and several ceramic water pipes.*'® In front of the
Asklepieion, Koumanoudis excavated the remains of three churches ‘in all probability very
ancient, built sequentially on the same axis, and ruined centuries ago . . . and then demolished
by us.’®"” In the same report, we find a defense®” in which he ‘clearly and extensively’ justifies
the destruction of all the later finds — even though he recognized the necessity of documenting

them — for reasons of time and money.
621

The supplementary study of the Stoa of Eumenes by Versakis®*' some 36 years later added

nothing to our knowledge of the monument’s medieval past. The archaeological site under-
went another five decades of neglect until its recent reconfiguration and the new, partial

excavation. From the more recent work, very little material of relevance to the present study

1623

emerged, except for two siroi®”’ found roughly halfway along the Stoa, a well®”” and another

ancient well with fill from the Byzantine period.***

From the cavea of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus, which had also been partially filled with
deposit, the Middle Byzantine settlement spread in the direction of the neighborhood that had
grown up outside the monument, to the south. Associated with the houses inside the Odeon

were a small church and one or more dyers’ workshops. Our unique source of information is

Pittakis’s report®”’ of the excavations, which began in 1848 and removed all trace of building
phases post-dating the Roman period. The report was published without plans and briefly

626

describes a few of the finds, including two stone cisterns,** at least twenty pithoi for gathering

rainwater,*”’ a stone pavement at the height of the diazoma,*”® where another eighteen pithoi
were found, as well as two small houses preserved to a height of 2.80 meters and a wine press
or cistern and the remains of four small houses at a higher level. Roughly seventy pithoi or siroi
were destroyed. The extensive industrial complex inside the Odeon will be discussed later.

616 S. Koumanoudis, Prake 32 (1877) 14 ff.

617 Ibid., 26.

618 Ibid., 30.

619 Ibid., 19.They are perhaps the three churches of the tenth or eleventh century referred to by Travlos. 'H makaioypiotiavikn
Bacttk, op. cit., 64 ff.

620 S. Koumanoudis, op. cit., 27 and n.

621 F.Versakis, Mynueia tdv votiov npomddwv T AKpomdLemg, ArchEph 51 (1912) 173-182.

622 Platon (1965) 28.

623 Ibid., 30, fig 6.

624 Ibid., 28.

625 K. Pittakis, ITepi oD Qdgiov Hpddov 10D Attikod, Prake 13 (1848/49) 13 ff. and Prake 14 (1858/59) 1711 ff.

626 Just before the parodos of the theatre, ‘built with lime mortar’.

627 In front of the cast side. “We have destroyed completely more than twenty [storage pits or jars] in order to uncover the
hidden seats [of the theatre] under them.

628 On the stone pavement of the diazoma, a small chapel was built ‘which was recognised from some remains of icons and

decorations’. The coins found there were not identified.
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Versakis’s investigations629 half a century later were concerned solely with the architecture of
the Roman Odeon.

Reconfiguration of Dionysiou Areopagitou Street and the area in front of the Odeon of
Herodes Atticus (1955—1959) included large-scale excavations that brought to light ancient
Greek, Roman, Late Antique and Middle Byzantine monuments.®*® The first excavation

reports were made by the excavator Yannis Miliadis, "'

and in addition to this we now pos-
sess a detailed picture of both the excavations and the finds by Maria Brouskari, published in
2002.%** Here she includes plans by Travlos, in addition to many of his unpublished sketches.
While the general topographical plan of the area®” is informative, it was made after the clear-
ing of the Middle Byzantine levels. However, some of these levels are shown in separate plans.
We possess only indirect information about the unchecked destruction wrought in the area in
1860 when the street was made.®**

The archacological remains from this entire area are in such a poor state of preservation
because the area was inhabited at the end of the Ottoman period and preexisting monu-
ments were quarried for their building materials. Despite this, the evidence seems to point
to the existence in the eleventh and twelfth centuries of three or four dense clusters of
buildings. All medieval remains were cleared so that the excavation of underlying levels
could proceed.

In terms of architecture, the most impressive discovery was a large Late Roman
residence,®” dubbed the ‘House of Proclus’ and preserved in the deposit beneath the recon-
figured Dionysiou Areopagiou Street. The building ‘was continuously inhabited, at least par-
tially modified, into the Byzantine period (eleventh and twelfth centuries), as is confirmed
by the remains, the deposits, the many masonry pithoi and the existence even of a Byzantine
kiln’.** It is a great loss that we do not possess a single plan or photograph of these remains
from before they were demolished. A second cluster of fragmentary medieval walls was
excavated on the corner of the extension of Erechtheiou Street, on Dionysiou Areop-
agitou.®”’ The walls belonged to Byzantine houses that were constructed, on the one hand,
over the ruins of the Roman house identified as Q and, on the other, over the disused

629 P.Versakis, op. cit., 163—173.

630 Vavylopoulou, Kepapukd, 130; Brouskari, Avooka@ég, 87-89. On the foundations of the chapel of St Paraskeve, see P.
Kalligas, Epyaciot taktonomoeng Kol S1apoppdcemg, ArchDelt 18 (1963) B, 13 drawing no. 1, 17, pl. 11 8.

1. Miliadis, Avooko@1 votimg TG AKPOTOAEMS, Prake 106 (1951) 45; Miliadis, Avaoka@n, and I. Miliadis, Avackagoai
votimg THg AKPOTOLE®G, Prake 111 (1956) 262-265; idem, Prake 114 (1959) 5-7; A. Orlandos, "Epyov (1956) 7; idem
(1957) 7.

632 Brouskari, AVaGKaQ£G. Findings connected with those published by Vavylopoulou, Kepaypiiké., 120—132. ‘When the build-

ings were uncovered, they were alrcady destroyed in a way that it was impossible to make measured drawings, even of a

63

single house.’
633 Brouskari, op. cit., 26, 27, fig. 27.
634 A.S. R(oussopoulos), ITowiAa, ArchEph 17 (1862) 150-151: ‘from the strect leading from the theatre on Rigillis Street . . .
everything that stood in the way . . . was removed, destroyed, taken away, disappeared, so that now no trace remains . . .
between this point and the so-called Gate of Hadrian . . .
Miliadis, Avookagn, 49; Brouskari, AvackopEg, 59-76, fig. 65-78; Frantz, Late Antiquity, 4244, pl. 276; A. Karivieri,
The house of Proclus on the southern slope of the Acropolis, post Herulean Athens, P. Castrén ed. (Helsinki 1994) 115—139.
636 Miliadis, Avackoen, 49.
637 Idem, 50; Brouskari, Avockagég, 81, fig. 89; Vavylopoulou, Kepapukd, 129, drawing no. 2.

63

[
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eastern Roman cistern (Fig. 42). In
the former, a relatively large room
was identified, measuring 6.80 meters
wide with an undetermined length, and
another long and narrow room measur-
ing 12.80 meters X 3.30 meters®® in
which three siroi were found. A cross-
section sketch®” provides us with an
adequate representation of the excava-
tion, including levels of the pavements
(Roman and Byzantine) and the manner
in which a pithos was set between the
levels.®* But it does not show thres-
holds, or traces of the staircase that
must have led to an upper story.

The dwelling built over the castern

Roman cistern®' had rclativcly small

rooms arranged in four rows from north
Figure 42 South slope of the Acropolis. Dionysiou Areopagi- to south; some of the walls rested on
tou Street. Plan of Group A of the Byzantine walls. the exterior walls and on the two inter-
Drawing by C. Kazamiakes. (A. Charitonidou.) ior walls of the cistern. Here, too, the
room was identified as the ground-floor
of a house whose earthen floor level was defined by the mouths of the pithoi and siroi (seven total).
Between the three rooms of the second row, on the south, there were doors(?) and possibly the
foundations of stairs. If the walls rose as high as the first floor of the main building, the arrange-
ment of the rooms suggests that one of them was an interior courtyard to provide light and ven-
tilation; but it is no longer possible to determine whether this was the case. The two rooms on
the north, beyond the outline of the cistern walls, may have belonged to a separate small house.
The third group (A) (Fig. 43) was built over and to the west of the so-called Roman cistern.**
Here the Byzantine foundations did not follow the course of the underlying Roman walls, but
bear witness to the absence of a plan, probably due to various building phases and maybe even
various buildings. Here, too, the structure takes the form of a long and narrow building, at least
8.50 meters in length, with two siroi. The masonry siroi and especially the pottery®” prove that
the foundations belong to the Middle Byzantine buildings, but, nevertheless, every attempt to

represent the buildings has been in vain. With regard to their construction, all of the house

638 Although the excavation produced no indication, one could conjecture the existence of a vaulted roof.

639 Brouskari, Avockapég, 106, fig. 116.

640 Sketches of jars and storage pits by J. Travlos, op.cit., 88, 89, fig. 96 and 97, photograph on p. 87, fig. 95.

641 A. Orlandos, "Epyov, (1956) 7, fig. 1;Vavylopoulou, Kepopukd, 129, drawing no. 2, (photograph NA®, 184¢ of the First

_

Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities); Sigalos, Housing, 211, fig. 68.

642 About the Roman cistern to the west, see Brouskari, Avacka@£g, 99103, fig. 104-110; and the Byzantine remains over
it, see Vavylopoulou, Kepapiikd, 131, drawing no. 3.

643 Vavylopoulou, ibid., 135-136, pls. 41, 42, 43.
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foundations just referred to (found in exca-
vations from 1955 to 1959) were made of
random rubble, without limestone mortar
and with relatively little use of spolia.

At the westernmost corner of the exca-
vated area were discovered the foundations
of four rooms of a Byzantine house,*** but
no further information was provided by the
excavator or other colleagues.

Rescue excavations at plots in the east-
ern part of Dionysiou Areopagitou Street
revealed roughly the same impression as
that derived from the above-mentioned
investigations by Miliadis. At the corner
of Areopagitou and Makri Streets,*” the
remains of a Late Roman or Early Chris-

tian building came to 1ight, distinguishcd
646

®)

by a large apsidal hall on the east side
and two large rectangular rooms, one of
which certainly did not belong to the same

Fi 43 South sl f the A lis. Dionysiou A i-
building.**’ The construction of two large e O D e opo . T IOnYSIONATeOpag)

tou Street. Walls of Byzantine houses in Group B.

medieval siroi destroyed part of the pave- Drawing by C. Kazamiakes. (A. Charitonidou.)

ment of the western room. East of the siroi

beneath the adjacent plot, two vaulted spaces were discovered, measuring 2.0 meters and
2.50 meters in width, and well-constructed of stone with intervening layers of brick. South of
these rooms was located a circular cistern. It is a pity that here, too, the sections of wall were
not dated and neither did the work result in an intelligible plan of a medieval house.

Still further east, in a lot located at Areopagitou 3, excavation conducted in 2005 revealed
once again a cluster of foundations, two or three masonry siroi, traces from the foundations
of others, and a well with evidence from various periods of use. In the underlying layers were
preserved the ruins of an Early Christian bath.*** The excavation was not published.

9
t64

Another site, located on a plot®® between 35 Dionysiou Areopagitou Street and 16 Kallisperi

Street (Fig. 44), proved rich in finds, but was published only summarily. Several walls and rooms
in the southern section of the excavation were characterized somewhat vaguely as Early Christian

or Byzantine, but the existence of a large number of pithoi and siroi (at least 22 were counted)

644 Miliadis, Avackaen, 52.

645 M. Zaphiropoulou, ArchDelt 38 (1983) B’, 19-23, drawing no. 3.

646 The width of the room is 7.38 m, and the diameter of its semicircular apse is 5.75 m. It is a little smaller than the hall of
the neighboring ‘House of Proklos’.

647 Between them were found the foundations of two walls, not one. Proceedings of Central Archaeological Council, 2 Feb. 2005.

648 Proceedings, as above.

649 V. Orphanou, ArchDelt 48 (1993) B, 35-39.
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confirms that Byzantine habitation at
o | the site covered a large section of the
| excavated plot. Based on the general
| ground plan that was published,* one
' may conclude that the rooms of one or
' two houses were small, except for one
_ measuring 3 X 4 meters and another with

a highly clongated shape, measuring

approximately 8.20 X 3.0 meters. The

classification of some rooms and walls as

Early Christian or Byzantine does little to
aid the reconstruction of the houses to
which they once belonged.“1

Somewhat further to the south, on
Makrygianni Street,*>” foundations of yet
another large Early Christian building
(Fig. 45) were discovered, and with a plan

similar to that uncovered at Areopagitou
and Makri Streets: it had a square hall,

Figure 44 Excavation at the 35 Dionysiou Areopagitou Street large apse and subsidiary rooms off to

and the Kallispert plot. Plan. (V. Orphanou.) the sides. Various short walls and at least

fourteen pithoi and siroi in random positions suggest that later Byzantine habitations were built
on top of the ruins of this building. Contemporary with these later buildings perhaps is a kiln that
was fitted into a corner of the Late Roman ruin. The graves found carved into the live rock should
be dated earlier.

The Middle Byzantine remains that came to light in the surrounding area during the sporadic res-
cue excavations have been disappointingly poor, and briefly published. At 3 Makri Street,*” a small
square building from the Roman(?) period was apparently reused to house a single siros.*** Coins
and siroi found at the site between Tziraion Street and Syngrou Avenue attest the presence there of
Byzantine habitation (Fig, 46).%° Two sites on Rovertou Galli Street®*® produced unclear indications
of some sort of Byzantine installation, while at the corner of Lebesi and Porinou Streets®*’ buildings
were found constructed over the remains of an Early Christian building with an apse.

The large block between Dionysiou Areopagitou, Mitsaion, Hatzichristou and Makrygi-
anni Streets has been systematically investigated over the past twenty-five years and has

650 1Ibid., 36, drawing no. 1.

651 The illustration of the finds in a single plan showing different levels of the excavation (between 0.27 and 5.17 m) renders
the situation very difficult to understand.

652 Plots nos. 19-21. See Alexandri (1969) 56, 57, drawing no. 23, pl. 50 y.

653 Alexandri (1973) 34, 35, drawing no. 6.

654 In the same building plot are found another three storage pits.

655 Alexandri (1973) 41-45, drawing no. 13.

656 Karagiorga (1978) 15 and (1979) 16.

657 Alexandri (1970) 70.
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Figure 45 Excavation (1969) at 19-21 Makrygianni Street. Byzantine walls and ceramic jars over the remains of
a large house of the Late Roman period. Plan. (O. Alexandri.)

revealed remains of buildings and installa-
tions that attest the habitation of the area
south of the Acropolis during various his-
torical periods.

Excavations were undertaken in three
phases: investigative trenches®® (1980
and 1983-1984), construction of the
metro station (1993—1996) and creation
of the foundations for the new Acropo-
lis Museum (1993-2003?). The results
of work from these three phases have
not been fully published, although gen-
eral information about them has been
presented,®” and brief reports or special
issues have been presented, but more or
less irrelevant to the present study. The

Figure 46 Excavation at the 10 Syngrou and Tziraion Street
plot. Remains of Byzantine buildings. (O. Alexandri.)

658 There were no Byzantine finds in the excavation made by the 1st Ephorate of Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities inside the Weiler
building (1985-1986). For the findings from other sections dug near it, see E. Lygouri-Tolia, ArchDelt 39 (1984) B’, 8, 9.
659 Ch.Vlassopoulou, S. Eleutheratou and A. Mantis, 270.0u6¢ metro « Akpomodigy, pamphlet produced by the 1st Ephorate of

Prehistoric and Classical Antiquities (Athens s.d.) 7, 8, fig. 9, 10; 76 &pyo 100 Ymovpyeiov Ilolitiouod 6tév Topéa tijs
TOMTIOTIKC KAPpovouldg 1 (1997) 64, 2 (1998) 69 and 3 (1999) 78, 79, fig. 2.
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Middle Byzantine finds were not ignored, but they were removed in order to investigate

lower levels.®®°

From the trial trenches made by the First and Third Ephorates of Classical Antiquities,*’
and the University of Athens,*” no Middle Byzantine remains were mentioned except for four
masonry siroi found in the northwestern trench. From the excavations conducted by Petros
Kalligas in the eastern and northern sections of the block, and extending into Makrygianni
Street and east of Diakou Street,*” a picture emerged similar to that in other plots: the ancient

street plan was preserved and in the Late Roman or Early Christian period large residences,**

665

as well as a bath,*® were built over the remains from classical antiquity. These structures

remained in use until roughly the mid-seventh century. In the Middle Byzantine period, a new
settlement appeared with houses, industrial installations and a cemetery on the east side. One
published plan shows the layout with all the finds plotted together,**® while a second plan dis-

tinguishes the main buﬂding phases by color. 7 All the evidence taken together with the brief

668

reports®® suggests that there was only the scantest trace of Middle Byzantine habitation in this

area and relatively few storage siroi.®” Our interest focuses, on the one hand, on an organized
cemetery with at least three vaulted graves used as ossuaries in the eleventh and twelfth
centuries and, on the other, on a Middle Byzantine workshop at the north end of the excava-
tion, extending partially into Makrygianni Street. Seven cone-shaped, waterproof plastered
basins for holding liquids and a large water cistern were found set into the pavement in three
rows. It has been conjectured that the ossuaries were associated with an adjacent church,*”

while the industrial installation would have been a fabric dyer’s workshop, a workshop for

671
I,

whitening woo or a tannery.672 Also of interest are a small hoard of bronze coins from

673
1,

the sixth century and a lead sea which should facilitate future historical research into this

area. o7

660 For a general plan of the Makrygianni plot with the excavations in it, see ArchDelt 54 (1999) B’ 47, fig. 6.

661 M. Stavropoulou, ArchDelt 35 (1980) B’ 25-27.

662 L. Palaiokrassa, Avacka@n Makpvyévvn, Apyaioyvaocio 4 (1985-86) 141-147; P. Kalligas, ArchDelt 45 (1990)
B1 18.

663 P, Kalligas, Avo.oKaQEG 6T0 0iKOTESO MaKPLYLOVVT, AvOéuiov (Dec. 1995) 5-11; idem, Z1a0udg AkpOmOMG, in Par-
lama and Stampolidis, 28-39; idem, Zt00p6g Akpomog, Kathimerini, Exczd fjuépec (18 June 2000); idem, Avackapég
metro 0IKOTESOV MAKPLY1EVVY, lecture at the Museum of Cycladic Art (12 Nov. 2001).

664 One of the houses with a great circular atrium is in a very bad state of preservation.

665 Eleutheratou (2000).

666 Elcutheratou and Saraga, 47, fig. 6; Parlama and Stampolidis, 28-29, fig. 1.

667 Parlama and Stampolidis, 30-31, fig. 2.

668 P. Kalligas in Parlama and Stampolidis, 28—39 and S. Eleutheratou ArchDelt 52 (1997) 35-36 (Byzantine fill of ancient wells
and a bell-shaped cistern).

669 P. Kalligas, personal communication. Even in this case it was not possible to make complete measured drawings of an entire
house or any other building,

670 P Kalligas, in AvOéuiov, op. cit., 10-11.

671 Eleutheratou (2000) 288-289.

672 P Kalligas, 1000 AkpOmOAIG, op. cit., 8.

673 P. Kalligas, Lecture, Nov. 12, 2001.

674 P. Kalligas in Parlama and Stampolidis, op. cit., 39: “We do hope that the excavation research will be completed soon with
the publication of the findings.’
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Figure 47 The Middle Byzantine building remains found in the Makrygianni plot, during the excavation for the
foundations of the Acropolis Museum. (St. Eleutheratou, N. Saraga.)

The area in which the Acropolis Museum was built was systematically investigated and
provides us with another assemblage of monuments that were classified as listed, except for
the Middle Byzantine remains, which were removed.®” The excavation extended to the south,
southwest and west of the building known by the name of the engineer Weiler, and it was
divided into five arcas.®” The main discovery was the foundation of a relatively large building,*””
dated to the seventh century, which took the form of a vaulted basilica with an associated
bath and cistern. The entire assemblage is of considerable architectural interest and will be
discussed below. On top of the accumulated deposit and over almost the entire excavated
area were found walls from later buildings, some of which belonged to the Middle Byzantine
period. We are fortunate that before these were removed, they were carefully drawn,*” even
if they were not the subject of special study (Fig. 47).

The Middle Byzantine walls were poorly constructed, sometimes on top of earlier walls
(as was the case with the east wall of the basilica), or at least following their orientation. They
formed small rooms, containing siroi and pithoi, but in only one instance are we provided
with the ground plan of an entire residence recognizable as such, the so-called ‘House of the
Potter’ (Fig. 48).°” In area I, five rooms were found and nine masonry siroi, some of which

675 Eleutheratou and Saraga, 48 n. 24.

676 General plan of the excavations ibid., 47, fig. 6.

677 1Ibid., 51-54. Building E.

678 Thid., 49, fig. 7.

679 The dwelling of one of the pottery craftsmen. See Saraga, Epyoctip1o, 268.
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Figure 48 Excavation for the Acropolis Museum. The
‘House of the Potter’. A. Plan of the exist-
ing remains (First Ephorate of Prehistoric

680
681

683
684
685

687
688

and Classical Antiquities), B. Reconstructive
plan, C. Reconstructive perspective view.

Eleutheratou and Saraga, 48.
Ibid., 51.

were cylindrical in shape and without water-
proofing.*® In area II, a medieval workshop
was discovered, situated on top of the ruins
of a Late Antique house.®®' In the ruins of
the basilica appeared, at first, an ironworks,
followed in the eighth century by a pottery

2 in which was discovered the

workshop®®
remains of pottery wheels, kilns and posts
from makeshift wooden sheds, perhaps used
for drying the pots before they were fired.**
A similar workshop stood to the southwest
of the problematic circular room, as sug-
gested by the deposit found there of bro-
ken and defective Middle Byzantine pots.
Yet another workshop, this one with small
cisterns and a kiln, was located in the south-
east corner of the excavation,®®* but was not
identified as Middle E’\yzantine.685 In Area 4
there were further indications of the exis-
tence of a medieval pottery workshop.®**
Only exiguous data are preserved about
the Byzantine dwelling ‘with large storage
siroi beneath its pavements’,*”’ found built
over the ruins of a small Roman bath on
the boundary between two excavations.
We will return later to the industrial

installations in the Makrygianni area.

Syntagma Square, the National Garden
and the Zappeion

The relatively recent excavations necessi-
tated by the construction of a station and ven-

tilation system for the Athens Metro brought

The dating is documented by a coin of Heraclius, found on the floor, providing a terminus post quem for the workshop.

Saraga, Epyactipto, 261.
In room no. 4 west of street IlI. Ibid., 47, drawing no. 6.

In view that is not included in the plan drawing no. 7. Ibid., 49.

Eleutheratou (2000) 291.

Namely the excavations for the metro station and the new Acropolis Museum.

Eleutheratou (2000) 291, fig. 4, 299, fig. 9. They are not included in the general plan of the excavated arca.
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Figure 49 Amalias Avenue. Excavations for the Metropolitan railway. Plan. Middle Byzantine ceramic jars and
storage pits. (O. Zachariadou.)

to light remains of Middle Byzantine installations stretching over a large area, from the environs
of the Olympieion to Syntagma Square, including the Middle Byzantine monastery of Soteira
Lykodemou.®*’

Already, from 1977, significant Byzantine remains were coming to light in plots along
Amalias Avenue and its side streets. For example, at Amalias 30,°” in addition to parts of
well-constructed walls, discoveries included fourteen siroi or pithoi, one vaulted cistern and
also some carefully made graves, although it is not clear whether the latter pre- or postdate
the habitation in which the siroi were found.

The so-called “Zappeion ventilation shaft’, created for the ventilation of the metro, was located
just east of Amalias, on the National Garden side, and the excavation stretched more than 65
meters along the street’s length. Many sections of walls were encountered in the excavation, as
well as a large number of masonry siroi. The excavation was very methodical, but publications
were summary,*’" aimed at the presentation of the ancient remains. To a certain degree, the pas-
sage of the Ottoman aqueduct with its cisterns and water canals had altered the familiar picture

of the Byzantine remains. At the southern end, in any case, we find a very long and narrow

689 P. Lazaridis, Mecaioviké AONVV-ATTIKAG, ArchDelt 16 (1960) 65, the cemetery of the monastery.

690 At the corner of Vionos Pittakou Street (Alexandri [1977] 71, pl. 29 @), on the south side of Xenofontos Street (E. Hatzi-
pouliou, ArchDelt 48 [1993] B’ 35), where part of the street paved with stones was found, and at plot 810 on Tziraion
Street (parallel with Amalias Avenue) where the remains of a house with indications of two building phases and two
typical elongated spaces were discovered (V. Orphanou, ArchDelt 47 [1994] B’ 25, 26, drawing no. 2).

691 Parlama and Stampolidis, 132—137; O. Zachariadou, ArchDelt 48 (1983) B’ 34; Zachariadou (1994) 2832, drawing no. 2
(general plan of the excavated area); eadem, ArchDelt 53 (1998) B’ 60, 61, drawing no. 2; eadem, ®péap 6600 Auadiog,
Kathimerini, Ertd. Huépeg (6 June 2000) 13; eadem, ®péap Auoriog (Zannelo), Mé 16 Metro otijv Abnva. (Athens
2004) 34-40.
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building with thirteen large siroi arranged
in two parallel rows measuring at least
22 meters in length, and which could
perhaps be interpreted as a commercial
establishment (Fig. 49). The building’s
eastern wall belongs to a late classical
perimeter wall, constructed of huge ash-
lars, here in reuse.®”

Slightly to the north were found the
relatively well-preserved remains of a
Roman bath®” dating to the third cen-
tury, but repaired and reused in the
sixth.”* In the Middle Byzantine PeriOd’ railway. Plan of the Roman bath and the Byzantine
the bath was again reused, but this time additions. (O. Zachariadou.)

Figure 50 Amalias Avenue. Excavations for the Metropolitan

as a dwelling or shop, and nine masonry

siroi or pithoi were set into its pavement.®” In the entire ‘Zappeion ventilation shaft’ complex,
as many as twenty-nine siroi were found (Fig. 50). However, the complete layout of a house
or other building did not emerge at this site, and it was not possible to extend the excavation
further to the right or left.

A large-scale excavation took place to make way for the new metro station at Syntagma
Square. Very few Middle Byzantine finds came to light, and they were limited to the southern
section, making somewhat controversial the assertion that there was ‘continuous use of the
space from late Mycenaean to Ottoman times’. As was the case along Amalias, here too the
excavation was very carefully conducted. But the publications®® limited themselves to two
or three phrases about the Middle Byzantine finds and provided only a general ground plan.
Among the discoveries were seventeen Early Christian vaulted graves, in use as ossuaries
until the eleventh or twelfth century, as well as the remains of walls with thirteen masonry
siroi scattered across roughly a stremma. There is no possibility of reconstructing the houses
to which the siroi belonged since neither walls nor foundations have survived. They were all
destroyed in the course of much later settlement and road building in the surrounding area.
Of significance for the history of Athens is the discovery of a gold coin of Justinian II,*” which
bears witness either to its use, or concealment, in the so-called Dark Ages.

Despite the digging and leveling of the terrain that formed part of the construction works
for the Parliament parking area and surrounding courtyard, a few remains of medieval life
were preserved and brought to light. Once again, the published data about what was found

692 If it had been preserved and had been well constructed, the opposite wall could have supported a vaulted roof.

693 Parlama and Stampolidis, op. cit.

694 The vaulted cistern is possibly part of the sixth-century bath building,

695 The fact that the storage jars were set into the pavement, as opposed to fill deposited over the pavement, suggests that the
bath was in good condition until the Middle Byzantine period.

696 O. Zachariadou, in Parlama and Stampolidis, 149161, drawing no. . 150, 151; eadem, Zta0udg ZOvtayno, Mé 16 Metro
atipy AOiva, op. cit., 51.

697 V. P(enna) in Parlama and Stampolidis, 189. Solidus of Justinian II of the years 705-711.
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is scant.®” They discovered the foundations of a large Byzantine building whose function is
not known, but which was partly destroyed in the construction of a cistern when the palace
was built in 1836. Unfortunately, neither the published plan nor photographs provide more
information about this building, and its dating remains problematic. In the same area, in
the street running uphill towards the western courtyard, rows of masonry siroi and pithoi were
found. However, once again archaeological discovery did not result in the emergence of a plan
of a habitation or any other building.

The Middle Byzantine settlement spread out in the area of the National Garden, as is
clear from the excavation report of Koumanoudis, who dug a large Roman complex®” near
bath house ] (according to Travlos’s designation™), which obviously would have served the
inhabitants of the city’s extension during the period of Hadrian. Everything found there was
covered over again, and it is not known what is still preserved under the thick vegetation
of the National Garden and what has been destroyed. Koumanoudis attributed part of the

clearing of the ruins to the ‘street-makers of the Olympic Committee’,”'

also noting ‘the
removal of quite numerous scattered, poorly made walls and cisterns and built-in pithoi [that
we found] almost everywhere at different heights and in great number and that we judged
to be later’.”® He counted 27 pithoi and added: ‘Perhaps the pithoi were remains from old
workshops of a crude tanner or bleacher, the art of which was common among the old
(people).” Among the coins found at that time, one of Constantine VII from the mid-tenth
century was identified, and the plan of the Roman complex shows eight pithoi or siroi inside
rooms that had either been preserved into the medieval period, or were rebuilt. In older

704

excavation reports”* concerning the foundations of the Zappeion, no mention was made of

Byzantine buildings. More recent investigation in the area of the National Garden has not
produced noteworthy finds.”®

To the south of the National Garden, in the area of the Olympieion, the old excavation
combined with the construction of streets and general reordering did away will all medieval
remains. Our information about what was found is vague and very summary: it was simply
mentioned that there was an extensive medieval settlement here as well. Roussopoulos™
noted ‘mosaic floors . . . wretched construction . . . north of the Olympicion and other
walls” which he supposed to have belonged to the Frankish period and reproaches the street-

maker,””” who ‘always destroyed these in order to create a level surface’.

698 O. Zachariadou and G. Kavvadias, ArchDelt 53 (1998) B’ 5458, drawing no. 1, pl. 30 0., 34 a.

699 S. Koumanoudis, "ExBgo1g 10D yevikod ypouuatémg thg Apyatoroyikic Etatpeiag, Prake 14 (1889) 11.
700 Travlos, Dictionary, 181, 187, fig. 245.

701 Ibid., 11 n. 2.

702 Ibid.

703 About the storage jars he added: ‘It was curious that in the excavation area where they were discovered almost all of them

were found with their mouths covered with slabs, but otherwise empty or filled with carth and stones, except for one which
was full of vegetal matter, some sort of UAng ceonmuiog perhaps barley . . .

704 Ph. Ioannou, ['evikn Zvvékevoig tiig Apyotoroyikiig ‘Etoupeiag, Prake 28 (1872/73) and Prake 29 (1873/74) 37.

705 Alexandri (1972) 55; E. Hatzioti, ArchDelt 36 (1981) B’ 17. For the basilica in the National Garden, sce Travlos,
Ioleodopukiy, 142,143 n. 1.

706 A.S.R(oussopoulos), TTowiAa, op. cit., 150.

707 Probably the French engineer Daniel.

G
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Somewhat later, Koumanoudis published the excavation north of the Olympieion in three

708

successive reports. In the first two™ he does not mention medieval buildings, but includes a

709

ground plan in which are noted various late walls™ as well as many pithoi and siroi’'® that may

7! notes

date to our period. In the third report, Koumanoudis
as the excavation proceeded, for several days there appeared at a moderate depth throughout
the area . . . numerous foundations of buildings made from all sorts of stones, large and small,
as well as brick and lime mortar mixed together . . . of irregular construction and with graves
interspersed among them . . . and, finally, some dry wells. The remains of all these buildings,
completely devoid of form and meaning, the supervisory committee of the excavation . . .

judged worthy of demolition, and demolished them.”"”

When, sixty years later, Travlos resumed investigation of the area north of the Olympicion,”"’

he dated what remained, without particularly strong arguments, to the Late Byzantine”"* and
carly Frankish period. In the course of the same investigation, it was established that the
remains of the Middle Byzantine settlement had extended to this area as well as into the area
of the Early Christian basilica,”” indicating that the church had been destroyed even earlier
than had been previously understood.

Our knowledge of the Middle Byzantine finds is somewhat better from the area imme-
diately to the south of the Olympieion, which was cleared and excavated in the 1960s. The
continuation of the Valerianic wall with its gate and later, possibly Justinianic, supporting
towers were discovered at this time.”'® During the Middle Byzantine period, a sizeable settle-
ment with houses and workshops grew up along the length of a Roman road that terminated
at a gate and was preserved, albeit somewhat reduced in width.”"” Travlos noted”* that ‘the

walls of the houses were, unfortunately, very destroyed and for this reason a complete outline

719

of their configuration was not preserved.” But he did produce a topographical map,”” and

also a ground plan of the workshop built probably in the twelfth century right in front of the

708 S. Koumanoudis, "Ex0eoig épyaci@v tiig Apyaroroyikiic Etaupeiag, Prake 41 (1886) 13-17;idem, 'Exfeots . . ., Prake
42 (1887) 10.

709 Prakt 41 (1886) foldout pl. 1.The post-antique remains are colored in pink.

710 Ibid. The fact that a number of storage pits were found over the remains of the city wall indicates that its building materials
had already been carried off at an carlier time.

711 S. Koumanoudis, Avocko@n OAvpmieiov, Prake 43 (1888) 15-23.

712 Idem, 15. Republished by J. Travlos (see next n. 713).

713 ]. Travlos, Avackagikai Epgvvat mapd 16 Olvumieiov, Prake 104 (1949) 25-43. For brief notices see also G. Daux,
Chronique des fouilles (1959), BCH 84 (1960) 631 ff. and fig. 1; E. Vanderpool, Newsletter from Greece, 4J4 64 (1960)
267-268.

714 Namely Middle Byzantine. After 1204 the city was never again under Byzantine control.

715 LTravlos, Avackagucoi Epgvvort op. cit., 36-40. The small hoard of coins found on the pavement of the basilica (40) can
be dated to the seventh century.

716 Sce above p. 23 fig. 11.

717 See above p. 30.

718 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 9—14.

719 Ibid., 11, drawing no. 1.
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gate.”"The workshop had open basins arranged in a row, or in a square, a water reservoir and
other installations, and has been interpreted as a dyer’s shop or tannery.”! On the pavement
of the classical temple dedicated to Apollo Delphinios™ was established an olive press instal-
lation with storage jars and all the necessary facilities for the production of olive oil, including
monoliths.””? We will return later to these industrial buildings.

Travlos associated with the same settlement a church, of unknown dedication, that was
built on top of the remains of a Roman temple”* of Kronos and Rhea,”” also discovered dur-
ing the course of the same excavation. However, the graves found built over the church’s ruins
make it likely that the church predates the Middle Byzantine period.

At a short distance from the Olympieion is an area closely associated with the bed of the
Ilissos River, where modern tampering with the physical context” leaves no hope of future
archaeological work. Further to the east, beyond the Valerianic wall and on higher ground,
a few traces remain from the classical temple of Artemis Agrotera,””” which survived until
1778 as the church of the Panagia stin Petra (Virgin on the Rock).”* During the excavations
of A. Skias,”” there came to light ‘many foundations of walls of miserable construction’, as
well as ‘pithoi and cesspits dug into the carth alongside the south side” which, according to
the excavator, belonged to more recent workshops. The topographic drawing does not show
these later walls taking the form of any sort of recognizable building. The clusters of stone-

730

built graves found in the same area” are probably Late Antique. Recent investigation of

the same area has confirmed the destruction of both ancient and medieval remains by more

recent construction.

The Kerameikos

We owe our knowledge of the Kerameikos in the Middle Byzantine period to the system-
atic excavations of the German Archacological Institute. T have already mentioned the Upper

Gate”! mentioned in the Praktikon, believed to have been the exit from the Valerianic circuit

732

wall in the area of the Dipylon Gate and an adjacent grove. If the inscription”” from the

Hagia Triada monastery refers to an older phase of the chapel with the same dedication in the

720 Travlos, Dictionary, 336, tig. 438.

721 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961—62) 12, pl. 9 B. It is not certain that this is the workshop refered to in Threpsiadis’s scholarly
notes. See ArchDelt 18 (1963) B’ 38.

722 Travlos, Dictionary, 83-89, fig. 106, 107.

723 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 12, pl. 9 a..

724 A. Skias, I1epi tfig €V i koitn 100 TMGG0D dvacKaQc, Prake 48 (1893) 130, 131.

725 Travlos, Dictionary, 335339, fig. 439, 440.

726 For a photograph of the Ilissos region, as in 1858, sce A0va 18391900, Pwroypagirkéc uoptopiec (Athens 1985)
no. 67.

727 Travlos, Dictionary, 112—120.

728 See above p. 45.

729 A. Skias, op. cit.; idem, Avackapai mapd 1oV TMGGOV, Prake 52 (1897) 73 ff., pl. A”.

730 E. Lygouri-Tolia, ArchDelt 29 (1994) B’ 36-38.

731 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 27. For the ‘Y@pim Kepougtk®’ mentioned in this context, see above p. 52.

732 Of the year 1064, sce C.S. P(ittakis), ArchEph 15 (1859) 1910, no. 3712.
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STRASSE ¢

Figure 51 Kerameikos. Remains of Byzantine houses in the vicinity of the Pompeion. Plan. (W. Hoepfner.)

Kerameikos,”*

it may be possible that a small women’s monastery existed in the western part
of the Kerameikos in the eleventh century.

It is not certain that a neighborhood, or isolated houses, existed in the medieval Kera-
meikos area, given the scarcity of the architectural evidence. The most important of the

8,7%* were discovered in the east corner of the excavated area

finds, known already in 192
around the ancient Pompeion (Fig. 51) and probably communicated with the settlement in
the Agora via the Panathenaic Way.”” They were dated by coins and pottery” to the eleventh
and twelfth centuries. In total, the remains of the ground floor of seven habitations were
found and identified by numbers in a general topographical plan.”” Only one house(?), No. 1,
is represented with a detailed plan. Its outline is elongated and slightly oblique, with a length

of approximately 15.40 meters at ground level. Its entrance is oriented to the south and

733 The church (Xyngopoulos, Mvnuela AOnvdv, 84, fig. 84, 85) was demolished and a new one built, but much later (about
1950).

734 K. Kucbler, Miteilungen aus Kerameikos IV, AM 53 (1928) 181—183.The Byzantine ruins were removed in order to con-
tinue the excavation to the lower strata.

735 Y. Nikopoulou, Tomoypa@iké AOmv@v, A4A4 4 (1971) 1-9. In the drawing 1, 2, the course of the Byzantine street to the
west is defined over the ancient one.

736 K. Kuebler, op. cit., 182.

737 W. Hoepfner, Das Pompeion und seine Nachfolgerbauten (Kerameikos X) (Berlin 1976) 192195, fig. 205. The old excavation was
extended to the cast in 1959.
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contained seven storage pithoi or siroi.”*® No staircase leading to an upper story was identified.
Houses 4, 5 and 6 have just a single room and are aligned in a row, or they possibly belong
to the same house, again with access from the south side. They do not have stone thresholds.

One of the storage jars is dated to the ninth century,”” and there is also a pottery kiln from
a later date.” We await further exploration in order to understand the relationship of the
Middle Byzantine buildings in the Kerameikos area and their inhabitants’ industrial activities

to the seasonal flow of the Eridanos River, whose bed was located slightly to the north.”!

Domestic architecture

In producing a standard treatment of domestic architecture — its typology, morphology, deco-
ration and construction — we face insuperable obstacles in the evidence from the Middle
Byzantine habitations of Athens. All of the material examined here is the product of excava-
tion and is limited, by and large, to foundations, the ground-floor rooms used for storage and
known to the Byzantines’™” as katogeia. On the rare occasion, the lower section of the walls also
survives. The indigence of our material evidence has been ascribed to the fact that the upper
structures were usually constructed of unfired brick,”* which disintegrated after the houses
and settlements were abandoned, becoming part of the shapeless fill. As a result, the form
of the walls was lost. This view is obviously correct in the case of the humble, single-story
dwellings that could be found amidst larger habitations, but it cannot be generalized to cover
all domestic architecture, because the ground-floor walls that supported an upper story must
have been reinforced and, in addition, we have evidence™ to suggest that there were stone
houses in medieval Athens, and even examples of careful stone constructions, such as House C
and two others in sections Z and A, to which we will return later. But this stonework was
robbed for reuse in a later period. We know that structures in the Agora, in particular, were
used as quarries for buildings constructed in the same area in the Ottoman period. A typical
example of this phenomenon is the Post-Byzantine wall in the Agora’ that was built entirely
with thresholds taken from older houses.

Construction using unfired brick in the upper structure makes the existence of vaulting
more or less improbable. What follows is an analysis of the manner in which Middle Byzantine
structures were covered, based on what meager evidence is available to us. Also limited is our
knowledge of the size of the habitations in Middle Byzantine Athens, since we have so few
examples with a full ground plan of their lower floor. And there is not a single example of a

surviving upper story. We can only conjecture about the inhabitants of these houses: whether

738 Idem, fig. 206, 207, 208 (a well in the Byzantine house no. 4).

739 Idem, 194, 217, fig. 251, no. K. 168.

740 K. Kucbler, op. cit., 182, pl. XXXVIIL, 2.

741 Bouras, City, 627 n. 127-129.

742 Ph. Koukoules, ITepi v fvlavtiviy oikiov, EEBX 12 (1936) 87 n. 9.

743 A. Cutler and G. M. Spieser, Byzance Médiéval (Paris 1996) 7. «Les petites ¢glises qui ¢taient pratiquement les seules bati-
ments construits en pierre».

744 Phot. ASCSA, H, HA, H’, 4265 and XLII, 26.28. Stone-made walls rising to a significant height.

745 Phot. ASCSA, XLVII 31 (section P).
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or not they housed extended families and domestic servants as well.” It is also unknown
whether there was a hearth, and what sort, on the upper, residential story. Only one example
has emerged of an oven, located in a courtyard.”” Also important for our understanding of
the city of Athens with its surrounding countryside is the question of whether the houses had
stables, or whether these were located outside the city. But in only one instance do we have
speculation about the existence of stables.™

In the context of the medieval houses of the Agora and elsewhere in Athens, Travlos evokes
comparisons with medieval structures in Corinth,” even though the structures in the exca-
1,750

vated area there are thought to have been primarily commercial and industria in contrast

to residential, about which we have no substantial evidence. “The Byzantine house remains a
mystery. 7

In order to study the typology of Middle Byzantine houses in Athens and to make the most
accurate observations about their function, I will limit myself to the discussion of a few houses
for which full ground plans have been published, and a few others it is possible to reconstruct
with reasonable success when the evidence on the ground is supplemented with data supplied
from archacological plans (Fig. 52).

To this latter category belong three large residences in sections BE and BZ of the Athenian
Agora (Fig. 53).”” The relatively large house in section BZ was freestanding on three sides,
had a covered area of approximately 85 square meters and its plan was roughly trapezoidal.
The fact that the four rooms of the house contained pithoi and siroi leads one to conjecture that
its open-air courtyard — whose shape and size are unknown to us — stretched northward into
the unexcavated area, where a well is likely to exist. An important detail is that the staircase
leading down to the ground-floor katogi was located in a closed space, and not in the courtyard.
It would appear that the two opposing pilasters in the largest room of the house supported a
wooden beam or arch, structures designed to facilitate the support of a wooden floor made of
relatively short pieces of wood. We cannot exclude the possibility that the same technique was
used for the upper story, which would have been the area for human habitation. The use of a
freestanding arch to support a wooden floor for an upper story, or a flat or pitched roof, was

753

a construction technique found widely used later in Attica, in both houses”* and churches.”*

746 We do not know if there existed in Athens large households with servants and artisans, as was the case in the West (see L.
Mumford, The City in History [Harmondsworth 1966] 324). But in the capital, even in the residence of poor Prodromos, we
find ‘yuydp1la’, servants or slaves. See « 100 IIpodpouov . .. mpos tov Paciléa Movpoiwdavvnyy, 1. Chatziioannis ed.
(Athens 1970) verses 36 and 88.

747 Sce above p. 82.

748 See below p. 105.

749 Travlos, [lojgodopurij, 151 n. 3.

750 Scranton, Corinth, 123—125.

751 Idem, 129.

752 Camp (2007) 630, fig. 1, in sections BE and BZ.

753 A. Demetsantou-Kremezi, 10 kauapoomito tij¢ Artixijc (Athens 1986).

754 Ch. Bouras, A. Kalogeropoulou and R. Andreadi, Churches of Attica (Athens 1969) pl. XXI, XXXIX; S. Mamaloukos,
Ay10g M6deaTog, Ayiog Oeddwpog 616 Koponi, Exkinoies 2, 223-230; Kalantzopoulou, Durand, pl. 10, drawing

no. 4.
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Figure 52 Remains of Byzantine houses in sections BE Figure 53 Agora. Three Byzantine houses in sections BE
and BZ, as found. Drawing by R. C. Anderson. and BZ (reconstructive drawing based on the
(J. Camp.) drawing by R. C. Anderson and J. Camp.

Opposite, to the east of the main street, the remains of walls indicate the former existence of
another large residence with either four or six rooms.” Its courtyard, measuring approximately
3.5 X 5.0 meters, was not directly accessible from the street. In the courtyard were found a
well”® and a pithos, used presumably for water drawn from the well. A subterranean channel
facilitated the flow of rainwater from the courtyard into a cesspool located under the street.
Where the entrance was located is not clear: it could have been opposite the door leading from
the first room into the courtyard. Access to the upper, residential quarters was by a stone stair-
case in the courtyard. And in this instance, we actually possess, in two of the rooms, pairs of pilas-
ters that would have borne the beam or freestanding arch that supported the upper story floor.
The function of the massive buttresses(?) in the house’s large room on the south side evades us.

Attached to the cast side of this house is another with a very large room (7.0 X 6.0 m) in
whose pavement is set a large siros.””” The boundaries of this house are unclear, but there were
two long rooms with large pithoi and siroi and a I'-shaped courtyard whence one ascended to
the upper story by a stone staircase. The double opening from the courtyard into the room

has already been noted above. The heavy stone pier situated on the axis between two pilasters

755 It is not sure that the two rooms to the north were part of this house.
756 With the number ] 2: 18.
757 Possibly it was part of another residence of which we have no remains.
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Figure 54 Agora. Two Byzantine houses in section BE. Figure 55 Agora. Two Byzantine houses in section BE.
Partly reconstructive plan of the phase III. (T.L. Partly reconstructive plan of the phase II. (T.L.
Shear.) Shear.)

confirms that the opening was bridged by two arches.”® It has not been determined with cer-
tainty where the entrance into the courtyard from the street was, nor do we know the location
of the door into the second room (9 m long) with its pithos and siroi. Here too have been found
pairs of pilasters which carried the weight of the beams or arches supporting the upper floor.

The above observations and reconstructions are based entirely on the plans published in
Hesperia.”’ These plans do not specify building phases, so one cannot exclude changes to
the reconstructive plans. Nonetheless, my observations can contribute to understanding how
these buildings might have functioned.

By contrast, the excavators™ of two houses on the west side of the main street’' have
produced reconstructed ground plans (Fig. 54) that offer an immediate impression of their
architectural type in two of the three building phases.

Both habitations have an irregular plan with the rooms arrayed around courtyards with
wells (Fig. 55). The excavators have provided detailed information about the stratigraphy,
successive elevation of the pavements and the dating of the three building phases identified

758 Shear (1997) 532.

759 Camp (2007) 630. Drawings by R. C. Anderson.

760 See above pp. 79-80 and Shear (1997) 524, 525, fig. 8, 9.

761 By J. Camp — A.A. Dickey — I. Mylonas. See Shear (1997) 523 n. 55.
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in the houses. But they lacked sufficient data from the excavations to shed light on many
functional aspects of the houses. They did not find traces of stone staircases leading to an
upper story, or determine where the entrance to the house on the south side was located,
and the entrance to the house on the north side is in a completely unrelated position, with-
out any connection to the courtyard,”®” which presumably facilitated circulation between
the various spaces in the house. In both houses, the courtyard’s importance decreased in
the third building phase, as evidenced by encroachment and partial occupation by rooms.
The only indication of how the spaces were used can be drawn from the existence of pithoi
set into the pavements of all the rooms, except 13 and 14, and also in the courtyard. The
fact that these two rooms in particular have direct access onto the street, and that it is
uncertain whether they communicated with the other ground-floor rooms, suggests that
they may have been used as stables.

One habitation, known as ‘House D’, was built up against the Post-Herulian wall in
the area of the ancient Eleusinion, and enough data has been preserved for a full recon-
struction of its plan to be made.” Unusually, the house’s layout is very regular, with a
courtyard measuring 5.0 X 3.50 meters in the center surrounded by seven rooms and
an entrance on the north side. There is no published information about pithoi and siroi,
nor about a stone staircase leading to an upper story, with the result that we cannot say
much about the building’s function. But it should be noted that it was a relatively large
structure, covering a surface area of roughly 145 square meters, it dates to the twelfth
century, and it stands inside the part of the city that was encircled by the Post-Herulian
wall. The fact that the house is built up against that very wall runs contrary to all security
provisions.764

It is presumed that the large Middle Byzantine complex discovered in sections H and
H’ in the Agora, and which I have already had the occasion to describe,” is an example
of domestic architecture. It differs, however, from every other Byzantine house both in
its size and its type. The existence of storage pithoi and siroi may indeed be one indica-
tion of function, but the compact arrangement of twenty-cight rooms inhibits the flow of
movement between the spaces, and the large open-air arca can be classified as a court-
yard (aule) only with difficulty, since it is positioned outside the compositional center of
gravity and did not have a separate well of its own. The poor construction of the complex
and its packed earth floors exclude the possibility that there was a wealthy residence on
the upper floor with a system of passageways and openings, independent of the ground
floor. The large Middle Byzantine building has, therefore, its own distinctive features to be
resolved, but contributes nothing to the study of the typology of medieval Athenian houses.
The fact that it was, in part, built over the fill of a well-known, large public(?) building from

762 Camp (2007), drawing no. 8. The connection was through the two rooms, nos. 10 and 11.

763 According to Travlos, this was the unique house in the Agora the plan of which could be restored. Travlos, Toleodouxiy,
154, fig. 104; A. Frantz, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora, op. cit., fig. 34; M. Miles, The City Eleusinion (Princeton 1998)
94, pl. 16 b.

764 Kekaumenos, 21potnyikov (Athens 1996) 16 b.

765 See above pp. 69, 70 figs. 32-35.
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the Roman period (with an inner peristyle whose purpose is also unknown) may help us to
understand various interconnections in the future and provide a solution to the problem of
the medieval building’s function.

The ‘House of the Potter’ (Fig. 48), discovered at the Makrygianni plot,”*® was acces-
sible from the main ancient and medieval street that ran in an east—west direction. The
building measures approximately 20 X 10.5 meters, and has four rooms and a court-
yard with a well. Only two of the rooms have direct access onto the courtyard, and
no sign of a staircase leading to an upper floor has been found. In the back rooms only
two storage pithoi were discovered. All this evidence points to the likelihood that the
‘House of the Potter’ did not have an upper story and that the rooms for human habita-
tion were located on the ground floor. The near equal width of the rooms aligned in a
parallel makes possible the conjecture that the entire house was covered with a single
saddleback roof.

The meager harvest produced by investigation of the dwelling constructed on the cast

retaining wall of the Theatre of Dionysos’™’

can be summed up as follows: it had at least
two rooms measuring approximately 3.0 X 3.0 meters, and these rooms intercommu-
nicated through a door 1.4 meters wide. In addition, a cooking hearth was found in the
room’® with the large, stone cistern in the form of a pithos. It was confirmed that the
habitation was single-story and roofed with ceramic tiles. Unfortunately, the other medi-
eval walls and various storage pithoi that were found cannot be interpreted in such a way
as to establish the plan of other rooms in the house and (more importantly) determine
whether there was some sort of courtyard. The erection of the Rizokastro in the thirteenth
century occurred after the demolition of the house in question and the filling in of the
pithoi in this area.

In the deposits that accumulated in the easternmost of the Roman cisterns (whose walls
were used as foundations) located south of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus was discovered
an aggregation of Middle Byzantine walls and storage jars that once belonged to one or two

houses. I have already provided information™”

about ten distinct rooms, but their arrange-
ment makes it hard to discern the existence of a central courtyard. Not a single well has
come to light. If the short foundations that were attached to two walls are the remains of
stairs leading up to an upper story, then we would have here two houses on either side of
the wall, which is founded on the dividing wall of the Roman cistern. In any case, what we
cannot draw from this example are observations that will enrich our understanding of the

typology of Athenian houses.

766 Saraga, Epyactpio, 268. It is likely that the house had two construction phases and that the northern rooms belong to
the second. It appears that oblong one-story habitations with a gabled roof also existed in Byzantine Thessalonica. See E.
Gala-Georgila, Kortotkieg g fulavtivijg @eccatovikng. Tomoroyia kai Staudpemon uéca amod T Eyypopa tdv
povev tod Ayiov "Opovg, 270v Zvurooiov tijc Xpiotiavikijc Apyoioloyikiic Etopeiog (2007) 30-31.

767 K.Tsakos, Avacka@ikn £pguva, DChAE 14 (1987-88) 338; idem, ArchDelt 40 (1985) B 9, 10.

768 Approximately 3.50 X 3.0 m.

769 Sce above p. 87.
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The long structure with siroi which was found immediately to the south” preserved the
course of the ancient walls in its own foundations, but the evidence is insufficient for recon-
structing the ground plan. What is of interest in terms of typology is the narrow space, mea-
suring 12.80 meters in length, and a second one, 8.50 meters in length and with siroi, located
in the western cluster in the same area.””!

In the context of the Kerameikos,””” I have already mentioned House 1, which has a
length of 13.50 meters, a short width and houses a row of pithoi. Rescue excavations at
810 Tziraion Street”” brought to light three storage spaces arranged lengthwise, one of
which was 9.40 meters long, in the context of a building whose function was uncertain.
Although its walls were not preserved, we should perhaps include in the same category the
rooms housing rows of storage pithoi found on Amalias Avenue and in the Agora. Similar
long buildings have been discovered in Corinth,””* where their function was described as
commercial or industrial. And finally, at Minthi,”” in an agricultural settlement, a building
was found measuring 5.10 meters in width and 27 meters in length, and divided into four
transverse rooms, but difficult to date.

It can be taken as certain that these structures were storerooms and that their relatively
short width made it possible for the space to be covered with a wooden roof. However,
their relationship to the long and narrow rooms of undetermined function found in monastic
complexes such as at Hosios Loukas,””® Daphni””’ and Hosios Meletios”” remains problem-
atic. And numerous questions remain unanswered concerning the organization of daily life in
Athenian houses: Were there fireplaces? Special cult spaces (for icons for instance)? How was
everyday cooking done? And where were the toilets? Excavations, especially in the Agora,
brought to light a large number of pipes, both modern and older, but it is not clear whether
they were for water, rainwater drainage or waste removal, and how they functioned in the
context of particular houses.

The few Middle Byzantine houses in Athens which can be studied present an overall impres-
sion of irregularity with regard to the plan and variety of their architectural solutions, which
were responses to necessity, ease of access to building materials or foundations, and a preexist-
ing urban fabric that had evolved dynamically and without a systematic plan. But our discus-
sion of domestic architecture would not be complete without a review of the interpretations

ventured following the discovery of the Byzantine house in the area of the Eleusinion.

770 Vavylopoulou, Kepapikd, 129, drawing no. 2.

771 Idem, 120121, drawing no. 3.

772 W. Hoepfner, Das Pompeion und seine Nachfolgerbauten (Berlin 1976) 192, 193, fig. 205.

773 V. Orphanou, ArchDelt 47 (1992) B’ 25, drawing no. 2; Sigalos, Housing, 210, fig. 67.

774 Scranton, Corinth, pl.VI, 12/3,111/12,K 10/11 and 56, fig. 5.

775 K. Kourelis, The rural house in the Medieval Peloponnese, in J. Emerick and D. Deliyannis (eds.), Archaeology and Architec-
ture, Studies in Honor of Cecil L. Striker (Mainz 2005) 126, 127, fig. 8a. For later long and narrow buildings, see also Sigalos,
Housing, 209, 210.

776 E. Stikas, 16 oikodouikov ypovikov tijc Movijc Ociov Aovka (Athens 1970) inset pl. A, room IB.

777 G. Millet, Le monastére de Daphni (Paris 1899) pl. 2.

778 A. Orlandos, 'H povi 10D ‘Ociov Mehetiov kol té mopododpia avtig, ABME 5 (1939-1940) 55, fig. 10.
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Figure 56 Agora. House D in section II. General view Figure 57 Agora. Plan of a house of the fourth century
of the ruins. Phot. ASCSA, XIII, 48. B.C. compared with the plan of House D of
the twelfth century A.D. (J. Travlos.)

The admittedly great similarity in plan (in the overall dimensions, orientation, room size
and the existence of a pastas) between House D (Fig. 56) and another house on the Areopagus,
dating from the fifth century B.C., led Travlos to give serious consideration to the common
features and believe that — despite the distance of sixteen centuries that separated them — ‘the
two houses are offered as unique examples by which we can refine our interpretation of the
ground plan of the Athenian house.”””

This phrase implies that there existed over time something distinctive about the domestic
architectural type that somehow lived on from classical antiquity. This view was adopted by

others as well 7%

even though it was never reinforced with additional examples, from cither
the ancient or Middle Byzantine period.”' It is clearly more correct to discuss similar archi-
tectural solutions that emerged under similar spatial,”” domestic and economic conditions.
For example, the courtyard responds to the need for privacy in domestic life and the require-
ments of ventilation and natural light arising in the context of the continuous structural fabric
of walled cities where access to rooms and staircases leading to upper stories requires a certain
sort of open space. However, the case of the courtyard does not exhibit typological continuity,
given that many types were used, both in antiquity and in the Middle Byzantine period, across
the wide geographical region all around the Mediterranean.

The small number of houses for which we possess at least a ground plan does not offer us
the possibility to make typological comparisons with examples from outside Athens, or from

earlier periods, such as Robert Scranton has attempted for the houses found at Corinth.

779 Travlos, [lolcodopuki, 155, 156.
780 A. Frantz, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora, op. cit., fig. 14; A. Kriesis, Tradition in evolution: The persistence of the
classical house, Arch. Review (1948) 267, 268; idem, Greek Town Building (Athens 1965) 185, 186.

781 For instance, the type of the house, or houses, found by the ruins of the ancient Tholos, destroyed in the seventh century

(namely, much older than those of the Middle Byzantine period), shares nothing with House D.
782 Ch. Bouras, Houses in Byzantium, DChAE 11 (1982-83) 23; Ch. Bouras, I'eviki} Eicaywyn, EAnvikn mapadocioki
dpytextoviki, 1 (Athens 1982) 29-30 n. 59.
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Figure 58 Agora. Four sketches by H. Thompson. Ceramic jars and built-up storage pits. Diaries ASCSA, MM I
145, 11 229, 230, I 465.

The few Athenian Middle Byzantine houses discussed above resist typologies, and it seems
clear that their plans arose from people’s efforts to fit around their given circumstances,
without significant economic means or a disposition to make a public statement through the
architectural form of their habitations.

The different sorts of storage vessels’® found variously incorporated into the medieval
habitations of Athens are intimately linked to their functions and, consequently, deserve spe-
cial study.

Excavation in all the areas of Byzantine settlement in Athens has brought to light hundreds
of subterranean storage vessels (Fig. 58—64); so many, in fact, that excavators have often
described them as ‘countless’* or ‘ubiquitous’.”* Generally speaking, the vessels are cither
ceramic jars (pithoi) or jars made of stones, usually called ‘masonry’, formed in the shape
of a ceramic pithos. I will return to the question of how to interpret their truly tremendous
quantity, in the introductory remarks about production and the industrial areas of Athens.”™

The Life of Hosios Loukas preserves the medieval name for these vessels as siros and also
gouva ‘as the peasants call it’, used “for storing wheat and barley or a type of legume’. Ter-

787

minological confusion reigns in modern archacological writing,”” and the terms pithos, siros,

sterna and docheion have been used indiscriminately. Recently, John Camp proposed a specific

783 About the storage jars, see Vavylopoulou, Kepoypuikd, 130, 131; A. Charitonidou, Mop@£g petafulavtiviig kepaugtkiig,
Apyoroloyia, 4 (1982) 61-62; cadem, Kepapewr| fulovtvilg oikiog A’, DChAE 14 (1987-1988) 347. For similar
storage jars in Corinth, see Scranton, Corinth, 131, 132.

784 Vavylopoulou, Kepapkd, 130, 131.

785 S. Koumanoudis, "Ex0ec1g 1od I'evikod I'poppatéwg, Prake 44 (1889) 11. ‘Ubiquitous’, according toT. H. Shear, Hesperia
(1997) 523.

786 See below p. 123. Ch. Bouras, Aspects of the Byzantine City, in Laiou, Economic History 11, 516, 517, 522.

787 A. Louvi-Kizi, Thebes in Laiou, Economic History 11, 634.
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Figure 59 Agora. Ceramic jar under the floor of a house

THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

nomenclature for three different types:
pithos for watertight vessels used for storage
of liquids: ‘a very large ceramic or a roughly
egg-shaped chamber built of tiles and field-
stones, usually with thick mortar on the
inner face’; siros™* for ‘lined pits that may or
may not have impermeable walls . . . [with]
a flat floor, usually paved with tiles or brick,
or plastered’; and vothros (usually translated
as ‘cesspit’): ‘a stone-built pit, usually bell-
shaped, built with fieldstones and/or tiles,
but with unmortared walls and without a
paved floor. Their poor construction and
permeability suggests that they were useful
in dispersing liquid waste’.”

The pithoi and siroi were usually sunk into
the ground with their mouths just level with
the pavement. In the Agora countless pithoi
were found with intact covers™ in the form
of a marble slab that closed neatly over the
i soction MM, with its marble cover, Phot, mouth.”" In cases where the pavement level
ASCSA X 73. rose with the imposition of a new layer, the
mouth was also raised by being simply built

up, usually with brick.”” Masonry pithoi or siroi, and much less commonly ceramic storage

jars, were constructed inside a wide pit lined with small fieldstones combined with broken

bricks and tiles. They were plastered on the inside with a strong lime plaster and fitted with

an irregular or imperfect corbelling system.”’ The thickness of the vessel’s shell could reach

up to 40 centimeters. Inside they were plastered with lime mortar, and with hydraulic mor-

tar”* for storing liquids. They usually were rounded at the bottom,” and before the earth

was packed around the jar again, broken pieces of pottery or ceramic tile were placed against

788

789
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793
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795

Camp (2007) 633. With the initials P, S and B on the archacological plans, as for instance on the drawings by R. C. Anderson,
op. cit., 630, 631.

In antiquity the word 61pd¢ was used for storage pits and jars containing cereals. See LS], s.v. a1p0¢.

Phot. ASCSA, X.71.74. Also in the National Garden (S. Koumanoudis, "Ex0€G1g, op. cit., 11 n. 2) and the house in the
basement of the Kanellopoulos Museum.

In the case of masonry storage jars, the mouth was covered in strong lime mortar in such a way that there was full contact
between the jar and its lid.

Phot. ASCSA, T1.80163, Diaries ASCSA, II, QII, 1292.

This system is typically used for small vaults, see A. Passadeos, ITepi tivog diovviBoug Bulavtvod B6dov, Xapiatipiov
A%, 187-192, pl 1L, IV,

A. Roussopoulos, Avackogn 0edtpov Alovicov, ArchEph 17 (1862) 130 ‘with sand-plaster or, better, what is known as
turco-barbaric kourassani [waterproof plaster]’.

For bell-shaped jars or pits, sce D. Giraud, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B 14, drawing. no. 3.
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Figure 60 Agora. A ceramic jar and a built-up storage Figure 61 Excavation at 3 Dionysiou Areopagitou
pit near the church of the Hagioi Apostoloi. Street. Built-up storage pit.

-~

Figure 62 Roman Agora. Part of a ceramic jar with Figure 63 Retaining wall north of the Stoa of Eumenes.
brick extension over its orifice. Part of a storage pit.

the exterior surface to reinforce it against the surrounding earth and insulate the jar’s outer
shell from any dampness.”

It is not known whether in the case of large ceramic pithoi the house was built first and
only later the storage jars were installed in the ground. But it is highly likely that they were

796 Ch. Bakirtzis, Bo{avtivd toovkedoldynva, op. cit., 117, pl. 53 o (a pithos from the Petraki monastery in Athens). See
also Scranton, Corinth, 131, 137. On the outside coatings of the jars, in some cases handles or bosses can be seen. One such

example is the jar on display near the entrance to the Roman Agora.
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used for a long period of time, perhaps
even centuries, while the house to which
they belonged might be reconfigured,
or even undergo significant restoration
after a catastrophe.”” It is suggestive
that pithoi and siroi were not mentioned
among the furnishings of a house, as can
be seen from wills and benefactions,”®
possibly because they were considered
part of the property itself. When these

subterranean vessels ceased to be used,
Figure 64 Agora. House in section H. Foundation wall built they became repositories799 for all kinds
of small and rounded water-worn stones. Phot.

ASCSA 7932 of waste, but mainly broken pots and

earth.

It should be obvious from the above discussion that it is extremely difficult to date masonry
pithoi and siroi.*” But the chronology of ceramic storage jars is shaky too; the absence of evolv-
ing decorative elements and the repetition of general shapes discourage historians of art who
might occupy themselves with the subject and devise a chronological system. It should also

be noted in this context that excavations in the city of Thebes have also produced enormous

numbers of pithoi and siroi, which have remained unstudied.*”'

The size of the masonry pithoi and siroi is impressive. We have specimens from the Agora as
tall as 2.45 meters®” or 2.90 meters,*” Roussopoulos™ refers to ceramic or masonry pithoi
as tall as 3 meters in the Theatre of Dionysos area, and some have been found in Thebes that
reach a height of 3.50 meters.*” Their shapes fall mainly into the usual categories, but unusual
examples have been discovered as well, often the result of upward extensions made to parts

of older vessels,* but we also find bell-shaped®” or pear-shaped varieties.

797 Frequent instances have been found in the Agora where both the level of the streets and of the floors in rooms has risen
significantly, bearing witness to serious interventions, perhaps subsequent to disasters.

798 N. Oikonomides, The contents of the Byzantine house from the 11th to the 15th century, DOP 44 (1990) 205214, mainly 211.

799 Vavylopoulou, Kepaptkd, 131.

800 Ch. Bakirtzis, op. cit., distinguishes different types of jars with regard to their form and dates them approximately. For

sections of jars (from the excavation south of the Odeon of Herodes Atticus by J. Travlos), see Brouskari, Avackapég, 88,

fig. 96, 89, fig. 97.

Louvi-Kizi, op. cit., 634. The sole exemption is the article by P. Armstong, Byzantine Thebes: Excavations on the Kadmeia

1980, BSA 87 (1992) 295-335.

802 Shear (1997) 531.

803 Idem, 530, pl. 102 b.

804 A. Roussopoulos, op. cit., 212.

805 Louvi-Kizi, op. cit., 634.

806 Diaries ASCSA, MM III, 465. Full height 2.75 m.

807 Diaries ASCSA, HVII, 1202.

80

=
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The tradition of subterranean ceramic pithoi can still be seen today in Greek monastic gra-
naries.*” In these instances, a considerable part of the storage jar is above the pavement.*” But
there are also masonry vessels whose date is simply not known.*'

Typology presupposes at least the existence of coherent ground plans. But the study of
construction methods employed in Middle Byzantine houses in Athens can also be based on
information provided by isolated remains, foundations, pavements and walls, partial remnants
of houses dated to our period by coins or pottery.

Foundations built on top of older walls, usually from the Roman or Late Antique period, rep-
resent a common phenomenon. There are typical examples in the Agora,*'" as well as the house
constructed over the eastern Roman cistern located to the south of the Odeon of Herodes
Atticus,*'” and others.*"” Naturally, the existence of stable ancient foundations influenced the
disposition of the medieval houses built on top of them, but no conclusions have been drawn
from this fact, given the few published observations about this phenomenon. The reuse of older
material in new foundations is also so common as to be the rule,*'* but, in addition, we find
foundations made of small stones and pebbles (Fig. 66), constructed in narrow trenches in the
ground. Walls erected on these would obviously have collapsed had they been freestanding.*"?
But this was a simple way to limit the penetration of rising damp into the superstructure.

In the stonework in the lower sections of the walls, whose purpose was to protect the
unfired bricks from rising damp, but also in higher parts of walls that have survived, we usually

816

find rubble masonry with clay mortar®"® and a usual thickness of 50 to 60 centimeters. The

fieldstones chosen were usually small and combined with spolia in secondary or tertiary use.
While the quality of the binding material largely determined the strength of a wall, clearly the

stonemason’s skill in selecting and fitting the stones also played an important role. Although

817

they are not mentioned, there were probably also walls built with lime mortar®’ in better-

quality and more costly constructions.

The existence of such walls is attested by the surviving ruins, although they cannot be
associated with particular buildings. Masonry incorporating heavy, upright ashlars with care-
fully built spaces between them, as we find in church architecture, has been noted in vari-

ous positions in the Agora.818 In the southeast corner of the Roman Agora we have another

808 Orlandos, Movaotnpioxn, 72-75.

809 As, for instance, in the Iviron monastery of Mount Athos.

810 As in the monastery of St John the Theologian on Patmos. Orlandos, Movastnpioxi, 101.

811 Shear (1984) 52, fig. 18; Shear (1997) 521; Camp (2003) 246; Camp (2007) compare figs. 1 and 2.

812 Vavylopoulou, Kepapkd, 130, drawing no. 2.

813 D. Giraud, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B’, 13. Also found along the east side of the basilica in the excavation for the Acropolis
Museum.

814 Phot. ASCSA, H, HA, H’, 3, 35 (foundations with large ashlar blocks).

815 Diaries ASCSA, MM VI, 1139, phot. ASCSA, H’, 7232.

816 Asare most of the walls found in the Agora. The Byzantines called the houses built of stones and mud ‘AMbomAvOoKTIGTO .
See Ph. Koukoules, op. cit., 85n. 1.

817 Du Cange, col. 348.

818 Phot. ASCSA, H, 7234, Diaries ASCSA, E II, 328. Also in the house found in the excavation for the extension of the
Kanellopoulos Museum, accessible now in its basement.
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example,*"” in which some of the ashlars were set horizontally above the vertical ashlars in
order to produce a cross shape. Another wall is constructed from ancient conglomerate ash-
lars.*” In the house built over the retaining wall of the Theatre of Dionysos, the use of bricks
placed both horizontally and vertically created the effect of pseudo-cloisonné masonry,**' and
in Building C in the Agora,®” as well as in the house at the Kanellopoulos Museum, careful
masonry with partially dressed stone combined with horizontally placed brick was attested.
An example of rougher stonework using large irregular stones and brick was found in the fill
of a street in the Agora.823

Vaulting has yet to be attested in a nonecclesiastical monument from Middle Byzantine Ath-
ens, except for in cisterns, graves and other small structures. This situation stands in contrast
to Corinth,*** where vaulting is believed to have been widely used. Small barrel vaults of flat
stones and bricks have been found,”* and there is one instance where the vault is constructed
with dressed voussoirs,* but the dating is problematic.

In one house in the Agora,*”’ architectural elements have survived that attest the original
arrangement of two openings of identical width that were probably each spanned by an arch to
form a double-arched passage from the ground floor into the courtyard. The construction of
this discovery is interesting, but it also represents perhaps the only example from an Athenian
house that offers us the opportunity to discuss architectural form.®”® Also of interest are the
above-mentioned mixed constructions found in two houses where it secems that arches spring-
ing from pilasters supported wooden floors, or even flat roofs."”’

The pavement of the ground-floor rooms was unusually packed earth, or apatota as the Byz-
antines called it. It has already been noted that excavators have confirmed that in most cases
there were successive levels of earth floors. It is rare to find a floor covered with lime plaster.®
However, hard coatings of lime plaster were discovered on the pavement around wells, wine
presses or oil presses.”! Floors paved with ceramic tiles are also rare.”” Streets were usually
paved in successive layers, sometimes with gravel.*”’ The excavators who had the opportunity

to study the surviving walls do not refer to the existence of antiseismic timber ties, a standard

819 See above p. 64 fig. 28.

820 Diaries ASCSA, A 2, 315.

821 K. Tsakos, Avooka@iky Epgvva, DChAE 14 (1987-88) fig. 23. A wall with cloisonné masonry was found in the front
courtyard of the Library of Hadrian.

822 Phot. ASCSA, @O .I1. 7.224.

823 Phot. ASCSA, P XLVIL, 65, 73.

824 Scranton, Corinth, 102.

825 Diaries ASCSA, H 11, 305, 369, A II, p. 213, E I, 226.

826 Like the cistern covered by a barrel vault near the ‘“Theseion’. Phot. ASCSA, KK, AA, 6308 and 6309.

827 See above p. 104 n. 758.

828 Because we do not have the upper parts of the houses. The excavators (Shear [1997] 532) comment that the form of the
passage to the courtyard through two arched openings is common in newer traditional houses in Greece.

829 See above p. 102 comparisons with later monuments in Attica.

830 Diaries ASCSA, H 11, 494.

831 Plastered floors of a cistern (Diaries ASCSA, H 11, 194) and of a wine or oil press (Diaries, ASCSA, A I, 202).

832 Phot. ASCSA, H. 860.

833 Camp (2003) 246; Diaries ASCSA, MMV, 816.
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feature in churches where they functioned in pressure and tension, greatly strengthening the
walls, especially in case of earthquakes.

Little can be said about the mode of construction used for pitched or flat roofs, except
that countless broken ceramic tiles are a feature of many excavated areas. There has been no
independent study, or publication, of medieval tile morphology.*** If my conjectures about
vaulting are correct, wooden pitched roofs and wooden flat roofs were the norm for the
medieval house.

It is also unknown whether the interior walls were plastered with lime mortar, or even
whether the unfired bricks were protected from weather conditions by some sort of coating
that was reapplied at intervals.

In many instances, the existence of stone staircases leading from the ground floor to an
upper story has been attested. The absence of a staircase does not necessarily mean that the
house was single story, since there might have been wooden stairs or ladders that have left
no trace.

At the conclusion of this brief and incomplete survey of Middle Byzantine domestic archi-
tecture in Athens, one cannot help but notice the great difference in construction technology,
generally speaking, found in churches from the same period and in the same city. The only
explanation for this is that difficult circumstances led to the disappearance of the essential
features of well-built habitations, and perhaps of the comfortable, if not luxurious, houses that
belonged to members of the small local aristocracy of Middle Byzantine Athens, which our

written sources pass over in silence.

The production of goods, the economy and
industrial buildings

The main feature of cities, that which sets them apart from villages, is their economic func-
tion. The primary question, especially for medieval Athens, is to what extent, during the three
centuries of peace that concern us here, the city’s function as a citadel and its dependence
on primary production were surpassed, making Athens a productive city set within a broad
network in Greece. These questions will be examined again in the general observations about
the city.

The subject has barely been discussed until now.*” In general discussions, Athens is associ-
ated with the flourishing cities of Middle Byzantine Greece,** while our main source of infor-
mation, Michael Choniates, attests the opposite in a series of derogatory characterizations:

‘the . . . territory of Athens is not fruitful, nor does it breed animals, nor does it produce silk

834 We do not know if the tiles of the roofs were of two different kinds, pan-tiles and cover-tiles, as in the medieval houses
of Pergamon. See W. Radt, Die byzantinische Wohnstadt von Pergamon, in Wohnungsbau im Altertum: Bericht iiber ein Kol-
loquium veranstallet vom Architektur-Referat des Deutchen Archdologischen Instituts in Berlin von 21.11 bis 23.11.1978 (Berlin
1978) 199 ff.

835 Mainly the two articles by M. Kazanaki on Athens.

836 Lambros, A0ijvai; Herrin, Organisation, 136, 137; A. Jaubert, Géographie d’ Edrisi (Paris 1846) 295; Setton, Athens,
206, 207.
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fabrics, nor is it prosperous in any goods produced by man. . . %"

1838

Everything from Athens
is meager and cheap.

Whether the metropolitan’s account can be trusted has been discussed.®” The reality of a
sudden economic downturn during his Athens years cannot be verified. What we have is, on
the one hand, the archacological record, in other words the remains of structures somehow

involved in production, as well as numismatic finds,**’

and, on the other, a few indirect pieces
of information from the written sources, including the writings of Choniates among other
material. All this taken together sheds some light on the problem of the economic develop-
ment of Athens during the Middle Byzantine period.

Much of the evidence suggests that Athens had limited industry but had a direct relationship
to the agricultural produce of Attica.**' Grain, oil, wine, honey and wax from Hymettus, and
some animal husbandry.*” For the conservative thinkers of that time, such as Kekaumenos**’
and Michael Choniates,*** agriculture was the best means of providing the basic necessities
of life.%*

The distance of the impregnable Acropolis fortress from the sea® and the insecurity of
trade because of the city’s mediocre or even insufficient defenses**” may have been the rea-
sons impeding Athens’s development as a commercial hub like Corinth. But the city’s con-
nection to agricultural production should not be overestimated. The fact that, according to
the Praktikon, there were 20,816 square orgyies (approximately 92 stremmata) of farmland***
inside the ‘Royal’ wall is an indication of intensive cultivation of the land, rather than just
meeting the needs of the city’s inhabitants. The impressive quantity of storage jars and storage
spaces in the Middle Byzantine habitations of Athens*** does not point to the ruralization of the
city, since this abundance does not correspond to the number of industrial installations, olive
oil and wine presses, mills and stables, which are usually associated with agricultural houses.
Instead, the great quantity should be interpreted as an indication of prosperity and insecurity
about the future, exactly as Kekaumenos describes the situation: ‘“There shall come an adverse
time when the earth will be barren and you shall be found wanting in grain and other seeds
to feed your people.’**”

837 Lambros, Xewovidtng, B’ 98, 514.

838 Idem, B’ 69.

839 See above p. 115 ff.

840 This will be discussed again.

841 A. Kazhdan and A.W. Epstein, Change in Byzantine Culture in the 11th and the 12th Centuries (Berkeley 1985) 32; Mango,
Bolavtio, 102.

842 N. Choniates, Totopia, E. Bekker ed. (Bonn 1835) 803 «0 Xyovpdg . . . mpovougdel tdv (hov td gig LedyAny kai
Slonta Emdeton. (Sgouros leads out the animals useful for ploughing and food. )

843 Kekaumenos, 2tpatnyikov, op. cit., 132.

844 K. Setton, A note on Michael Choniates, archbishop of Athens, Speculum 21 (1946) 236.

845 A. Laiou, Economic thought and ideology, in Laiou, Economic History 111, 1125.

846 Despite the fact that Piracus had very good natural harbors, their importance, as we have seen, was limited.

847 In unfortified and poorly fortified cities, state control and other forms of protection regulating commercial transactions
were simply insufficient. See L. Mumford, The City in History (Harmondsworth 1966) 290-291.

848 Kazanaki, Athens, 393.

849 Camp (2003) 246 for two hypotheses about the great number of jars and storage pits in Athens.

850 Kekaumenos, Zzpatnyiov, op. cit., 133.
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The Middle Byzantine houses whose ruins have come to light all across the city bear
witness to a very low quality of life and the use of materials and building techniques that
did not require the investment of large sums of money. By contrast, the large number of
churches —impressive not only in quantity but also in quality — shows that the Athenians,

851

much more than the population of any other Middle Byzantine provincial city,”' made

investments of a non-production-oriented sort in religious buildings. The well-known

analysis of coin circulation in Athens®?

shows in steady economic improvement during
the period between 969 and 1204, which is accompanied by the spread of settlements,
but not church-building activity. As we shall see, this was a striking development of the
cleventh century, while coin circulation increased much more at a later time, in the
twelfth century.

This brings us back to the study of the archaeological evidence, which presents difficul-

ties similar to those already discussed in detail®*?

with regard to domestic architecture: finds
have been destroyed with only minimal documentation, publications of these finds are almost
always summary, and their dating is approximate and unpersuasive. Sometimes the vague
identification ‘workshop’ is offered,”* but the hypothesis that the rooms with large numbers
of storage containers were shops cannot be confirmed. One conclusion of utmost importance
for our discussion is that in medieval Athens, as elsewhere,** workshops — including those
with offensive by-products — were scattered in among the houses. In other words, there was no
distinction in the use of land within the city.

The most widespread industry in Athens was ceramic manufacturing.** Pottery kilns were
found during excavations in almost all parts of the city. In the general area of the south slope
of the Acropolis, on the fill covering some impressive buildings (thought to have belonged to
a philosophical school), a Byzantine kiln was found,*” but no plan of it was ever published.***
To the cast, in the area of the Makrygianni plot, in systematic excavations made preceding the
creation of both the metro station and the new Acropolis Museum, at least four pottery kilns
were noted in a group of houses and workshops. This is the only case in which a special study**”
was dedicated to Athenian workshops.

In the ruins of a seventh-century secular basilica, pottery workshops* were established

that probably used the water collected in the old cisterns of the architectural complex.

851 OfThebes, Corinth, Chalcis, Lacedaemonia or Kastoria.

852 C. Morrisson, Byzantine money: Its production and circulation, in Laiou, Economic History III, Diagram 6.5.

853 See above p. 51.

854 E. Lygouri, ArchDelt 39 (1984) B, 89; Eleutheratou and Saraga, 51; C. Vlassopoulou, S. Eleutheratou and A. Mantis,
2100udes uetpo «Axpomoricy (Athenss.d.) 8.

855 Bouras, [ToAgodopukd, 90, 91, 96.

856 For a general approach to the technology of Middle Byzantine ceramics, see V. Frangois and ].-M. Spieser, Pottery and glass
in Byzantium, in Laiou, Economic History 1I, 598—609. For Athenian ceramic production, see A. Charitonidou, Mop(ég
petofulaviviig kepapgikiic, ABnvaikd Epyactipia, Apyoioloyio 4 (1982) 60-64.

857 Miliadis, Avooka@n, 49.

858 Vavylopoulou, Kepaptkd, 132 ff.

859 Saraga, Epyootiipio, 261, 263.

860 Eleutheratou and Saraga, 51-54 (excavation of the building E); Saraga, Epyactipio, 261. It is not easy to distinguish the
parts of the workshop mentioned in the text in the published general plans of the excavated arca (drawing nos. 1 and 2).
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A pottery kiln was discovered northwest of the round hall, as well as the impression of a

861 all of which confirm the

area’s use for the manufacture of ceramics. The workshop seems to have had sheds**’ sup-

potter’s wheel and a repository with broken or defective pots,

ported by wooden columns that were used for drying products before they were fired.
Slightly to the north, also in the area of the former Makrygianni barracks (in Area 4),
another kiln with pottery*” (1.7 m in diameter) was unearthed, together with a potter’s
wheel, inside a shed that was supported by four columns.** The existence in a neighboring
dwelling of an open-air courtyard with a well led to the interpretation that this was a pot-
ter’s house,* directly connected to the workshops. East of the same group were discovered
the remains of two more pottery kilns. An abundance of pithoi and masonry siroi served the
needs of the workshops and households.

According to the excavators, the arrangement of the workshops (both pottery and
other, which will be discussed later) in the area of the former Makrygianni quarter does
not give the impression of being a consolidated industrial complex, but seems more like
a neighborhood®* with an assemblage of individual workshops that got their raw materi-
als, namely water and clay, from the Ilissos River. It remains to be proved that the Ilissos
provided these necessities, given that its flow would have decreased or even ceased in the
summer months.

Very little from the area of the ancient Agora has been published: a pottery kiln from the

87 and a storeroom of

ninth or tenth century in the vicinity of the ancient industrial zone
pots in the northwest corner,*® dated by coin finds to the period between 976 and 1055.
Remnants of pottery workshops were also noted at the metro’s so-called ‘Mitropoleos ven-
tilation shaft’ 5

Streets. 57

and also in a rescue excavation at the corner of Pandrosou and Mnisikleous

With regard to pottery, the most important find from medieval Athens comes from the
Roman Agora.””" During the excavation led by Stavropoulos in 1930, they discovered a pot-
tery kiln, repositories (a pithos, a siros and a hemicylindrical pit full of broken pottery), and
defective pottery that had been put aside and pots stored. In this case, too, the documentation

of this find, either in drawings or photographs,*”” was exiguous. However, the information

86

=

Eleutheratou and Saraga, 54; Saraga, Epyaotiipio, 272, 273, figs. 10—13.The products of the workshops were vessels for

common use and a few with monochrome glaze.

862 Saraga, Epyaoctipto, 261, fig. 2.

863 Eleutheratou and Saraga, 55.

864 Saraga, Epyactiipto, 265.

865 Ibid., 268.

866 Ibid., 275.

867 R.S.Young, An industrial district of ancient Athens, Hesperia 20 (1951) 286. The notion of technical continuity from antiq-
uity is a fantasy.

868 Shear and Camp (1992) 17.

869 E. Ghini-Tsofopoulou, ApxatoAoyikég poptopies kai uvnuela otiv mopeia Ektédeong TV peydiov Epymv,
Apyoroloyiés "Epevves kai Meyala Anudoia "Epya, Ilpoxtikd (Athens 2004) 54.

870 Th. Karageorga-Stathakopoulou, ArchDelt 34 (1979) B’ 28.

871 Ph. Stavropoulos, ArchDelt 13 (1930-31), Appendix, 1-14.

872 1bid., 5, fig. 5, 6.
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provided is highly useful because it verifies the production in situ of particular ceramics. In the
depositories were found pieces of pots that had not been properly fired, as well as tripodiskoi
that were used to support the pots inside the kiln. In other words, the typical refuse for a
pottery workshop.

This valuable material remained unexploited for thirty-four years. In 1964, Orlandos made
a catalogue®” of 136 pieces (intact and fragmentary), including pots, skyphoi, flasks, plates and
flat dishes with a wide variety of patterns, all dated to the eleventh or twelfth centuries.®™
Orlandos also informed us about another finding: ‘a certain mass, probably a preparation of
pigment and silica salt. This was melted and soaked in water and then ground to a powder
that was dissolved in water and made into a sort of paste that could be spread over ceramic
pots. In the kiln, the clay absorbed the water, while the colored powder in the paste formed
a glaze once it was fired.*”

This discovery in the Roman Agora confirms the existence of an Athenian workshop®” that
produced glazed and ornately decorated ceramic wares employing the sgraffito technique.
These wares may not have been considered luxury goods,”” but they were probably also
exported for sale outside Athens.

Finally, T should also mention a pottery kiln found amidst remains of tenth to twelfth cen-
tury houses, in the course of an excavation of foundations in Marousi.*”* Archaeological inves-
tigation has yet to produce evidence for glass production in medieval Athens.

Weaving was the most important craft industry in the medieval period, and it naturally
demanded a division of labor when it aimed at something more than the characteristic self-
sufficiency of an agricultural economy. In the case of weaving, we have no archacological
remains but only indirect indications and information from written sources.

Michael Choniates states clearly that Athens, in contradistinction to Thebes,*”” had no
industry for the production of silk cloth,* by which he means exportable fabric that would
bring wealth to the city. Cheaper fabrics intended for cassocks were mentioned by Choniates
in a letter to an acquaintance in Monemvasia.**' Such fabrics may have been produced in Ath-
ens and were clearly dyed there.

873 Orlandos, "Ex0go1g, 35-58. Vases and sherds of the Christian era in the Roman Agora excavation.

874 Orlandos avoided dating each piece separately. But the shapes and methods attest that they belong to the Middle Byzantine
period. The pots from the Roman Agora were deposited in the Byzantine Museum. See D. Konstantios (ed.), O koouog
100 BuCavtivod Movaeiov (Athens 2004) 316 no. 305, 330 no. 325. It should be noted, however, that questions have been
raised about the collective dating of the pots, see A. Charitonidou, Mop@ég petafolavtiviig kepaugtkiig, dOnvorikd
épyactipla, Apyaioloyio 4 (August 1982) 62.

875 Orlandos, "Exbeotg, 58.

876 A. Laiou and C. Morrisson, The Byzantine Economy (Cambridge 2007) 118. A great number of sherds with sgraffito decora-
tion has been found in the Athenian Agora.

877 V. Frangois and ].-M. Spieser, op. cit., 324, 325; A. Laiou and C. Morrisson, op. cit., 118.

878 Proceedings of Central Archacological Council, 14 May 2003.

879 Lambros, Xovidtng, B’ 98, 106, 587.

880 For general information about the production of silk in the provinces, see D. Jacoby, Silk in western Byzantium before the
Fourth Crusade, BZ 85 (1992) 452—500; A. Muthesius, Essential Processes, Looms and Technical Aspects of the Produstion
of Silk Textiles, in Laiou, Economic History 1, 147—168.

881 Lambros, Xovidzyc, B 136, 137, 600, 601.
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Indeed, it seems that the division of labor favored dyeing in Athens fabrics that were
produced elsewhere.*** The shells from which the dyes that produced purple-colored fabric,
especially silk, were made were harvested from nearby shores. Mention has already been made
of the neighborhood of shell-collectors in Athens**’ and the 4-meter thick layer of murex
shells found in the cavea of the Odeon on Herodes Atticus.*** Choniates mentions the porphyry
fishermen,** and we find the name of ‘shell-collector’ among the graffiti in the church of the
Soteira Lykodemou.

Dyeing with different colors in succession was carried out in open vats with live molluscs,**
mainly in winter or spring, and the whole process was most conveniently conducted close
to the point where the molluscs were gathered. Subsequently the fabrics were washed with
soap likewise produced, so it scems, in Athens;*” and finally they were dried in order to be
sent for sale.

Workshops with open vats, probably dyers” workshops, have been found in the vicin-
ity of the Olympieion®* (Fig. 65), in the Athenian Agora®’ (Fig. 66), in the courtyard
of the Library of Hadrian® and in the area of the Makrygianni quarter.”' However, it
is not certain whether they were used necessarily for dyeing, since a similar arrange-
ment with basins in a row and access to a good water supply was shared by tanneries*”
and workshops where wool was whitened and processed before weaving. The Athenian
workshops have been interpreted as all three types of workshops,*” but without any new
data as proof.

The problem of how the workshops’ water requirements were met remains unsolved, since
medieval Athens did not have an aqueduct.** And even if we accept that the Ilissos River and

882 A. Laiou and C. Morrisson, op. cit., 132.

883 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 27, 28 n. 94; Kazanaki, AOfva, 209, 212.

884 K. Pittakis, I[Tepi 1o ‘Qdeiov Hpddov 10D AtTikod, Prake 14 (1858/59) 1711. A pit full of shells and sherds was found
in the Athenian Agora between 2003 and 2005, at the northeast side of section BH (not published). Another was discovered
in the Library of Hadrian (A. Choremi, Lecture, May 27, 2002).

885 Lambros, Xovidrng, B’ 275, 635. Dye from purple shells was also produced in Thisbe (Byzantine Kastorion). See C.
Koilakou, A. Dunn and B. Aravantinos, Arch. Reports, 2006-2007, JHS 53 (2007) 35.

886 For more information about the process of purple dyeing with shells, see P. Veropoulidou, S. Andreou and K. Kotsakis, ‘H
TOPAy®YN TOPPLPTIG PaeTic Katd TV Emoyn ToD yokkoD, Apyaioioyié "Epyo ot Maxedovia xoi T Opdxn 19
(2005) 173-186.

887 Michacl Choniates sent olive oil and soap as presents to Isaiah Antiochetes in Monemvasia. See also Travlos, [loAsodopuki,
2205 Laiou, Economic History 11, 371; A. Laiou and C. Morrisson, op. cit., 127, 132.

888 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 12, pl. 6, 9. For a cistern nearby, see Prake 104, 1949.

889 In section E were found two triads of basins and in section MM a group of four.

890 A. Choremi, report (27 May 2002). A row of built basins and a small cistern are preserved. Their dating is problematic
because the ceramic finds were disturbed. The excavator classified them as Late Byzantine; see ArchDelt 20 (2000) B’.

891 Saraga, Epyactiipto, 263.

892 A. Skias, Avackopai mopd 1oV TMGGOV, Prake 52 (1897) 77, gives some information about modern tanneries cast of
the Olympieion. This does not prove continuity from the Middle Ages to the nineteenth century. About the use of work-
shops as tanneries or fulleries, see Eleutheratou (2000) 288, 289; Saraga, ‘Epyactiipro, 263; P. Kalligas, 2100u0g Metro
AKpOTOME, I Kathimerini, E7ctd fjpépeg (6 June 2000) 8.

893 P. Kalligas, Lecture, Nov. 12, 2000.

894 See the previous page. InThebes, a city where the silk-weaving industry flourished, they had not only the Kaloktenes aqueduct,

—_

but also large water cisterns that were added to the water supply system to serve the factories. See A. Louvi-Kizi, op. cit. 378.
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Figure 66 Agora. Byzantine workshop east of the road in section E. Phot. ASCSA E 229, 230.

Kallirhoe spring were sufficient over the course of several months to keep the workshop in
the Olympieion in operation, the other workshops must have been supplied by wells, cisterns
or large watertight storage vessels. It is a pity that we have no published information about
the capacity of cisterns and vessels found in Athens, as is also the case with the pithoi and siroi

found in the ground floor of houses, as noted earlier.*””

895 See above pp. 111-112. On the problem of the capacity of the jars or the storage pits, see A. Louvi-Kizi, in Laiou, Economic
History 11, 634.
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Traces of slag heaps point to the existence of at least a few ironworks in Athens,** despite
the fact that Michael Choniates claimed at the end of our period that ‘there is no longer any
bellows, and no blacksmith among us, no coppersmith, no knife-maker, all these [crafts] that
still existed yesterday”®” And indeed, a few years earlier, according to Georgios Tornikes,
one saw in Athens blacksmiths and coppersmiths ‘laboring with hammer and anvil’, but who
seem to have been meeting local needs alone. But the form taken by such Middle Byzantine
workshops remains, sadly, unknown to us.*”

Only two olive oil presses™ and one wine press” have been noted in Athenian excavations.
One must conjecture that the installations for making the primary agricultural products, oil
and wine, must have been in the countryside. Michael Choniates writes about the honey pro-

901 902

duced on Mount Hymettus,”' the dispatch of containers of oil as a gift™ and the ‘local wine’

characterized by the addition of resin, in other words retsina.””* The habit of flavoring wine
with pine resin may have started from the attempt to make waterproof clay vessels with resin.

9% and attested both in archaeo-

As a practice it was known in Athens already from antiquity
logical finds and other evidence.””

We have no archacological evidence of marble working in Middle Byzantine Athens. The
abundant supply of white Pentelic marble taken from ancient ruins and the astonishingly large
number of carved architectural members with relief decoration that are preserved today in
museums, collections and archacological sites, as well as in situ in churches, make it more or
less certain that from the tenth century until the Frankish period Athens had many marble
workshops.” However, it is hard to determine their position given the small amounts of
marble chippings or abandoned, unfinished architectural members™” that were found during
the excavations — or if more were found, they have not been recorded.

Economic historians chart the stages in the development of an urban economy, citing first
the wandering petty salesman, then the craftsman who uses his workshop also as a shop in
order to make his goods available, and finally the establishment of shops serving as a central-
ized market for the distribution of goods. Sadly, for Middle Byzantine Athens no relevant data
exists, only the assumption that the city had reached the third stage.

896 Eleutheratou and Saraga, 54 (in the basilica) and 55 (in section 4).

897 Lambros, Xawvidrng, B’ 12, 553; J. Darrouzes, Georges et Demetrios Tornikes, Lettres et Discours (Paris 1970) 207 and 215
respectively.

898 For Post-Byzantine and more recent workshops, see P. Koufopoulos and S. Mamaloukos, Ayiopeitikn petaidoteyvio
(Athens 1997).

899 Threpsiadis and Travlos (1961-62) 12, pl. 9a.. Also in section A of the Athenian Agora.

900 Lazaridis (1973) 54. A wine press and three jars were found in one room of the complex. The dating to the Early Christian
period is not justified.

901 Lambros, Xwvidtng, B’ 26, 311, 559.

902 Ibid., 136, 137.

903 Ibid., 25, 559.

904 T.L. Shear (1939) 317. Mastic resin was often used to waterproof jars and wine jugs.

905 K. Reidt, The Urban Economy of Pergamon, in Laiou, Economic History 11, 628, fig. 94.

906 Ch. Bouras, ibid., 520, 521.

907 Examples of unfinished Middle Byzantine sculptures are found outside Athens. See Ch. Bouras, Unfinished Architec-
tural Members in Middle Byzantine Greek Churches, Archaeology in Architecture, Studies in honor of Cecil Striker (Mainz
2005) 1-9.
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In our pursuit of archacological evidence for shops, we naturally turn to the concentrations
of pithoi and siroi in what seem to have been single spaces and were so great in number that
they cannot have belonged to one residence. On the so-called south street of the medieval
settlement in the Athenian Agora,” the existence of fifteen masonry siroi and one ceramic
pithos led the excavators to speak of a commercial center with a row of shops along the south-
ern boundary of the ancient street that would have been accessible for goods deliveries via the
street leading from the Piracus Gate.””

A similar concentration of pithoi was found in an excavation at Amalias Avenue 30,”'" a plot
where eleven masonry siroi came to light on the opposite side of Amalias,”"" at the so-called
‘Zappeion ventilation shaft’, about which we have already spoken.””” North of this site, a
similar concentration of thirteen siroi was found in Syntagma Square.”” The relative closeness
of these three groups makes it possible to conjecture that there was some sort of commercial
center here, a marketplace perhaps, that was served by the road connecting the area to the
Mesogeia. Unfortunately, no plans were published (not even ground plans) that could help
us draw firmer conclusions. The tendency is, though, to imagine that the shops, as the work-
shops, grew up along the length of the street, as in Corinth”"* and later in Pergamon.””® The
group of nine pithoi excavated near the Gorgoepekoos church”® was probably the ‘repository”’®”
of a small monastery of which the aforementioned church was the katholikon.

In section H in the Athenian Agora excavations, the foundations of a relatively large build-
ing”'®

(Fig. 36), dated by coins to the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The monument’s excavators

(discussed above) were discovered. It had twenty-eight rooms and an open-air courtyard

conjectured” that the rooms were used as shops, or as habitations. The closed layout of the
plan excludes the view”” that it was a ‘courtyard’ (aule), in the sense of an autonomous prop-
erty with workshops producing goods, as well as shops selling goods, a type of building that
is known also from our written sources.”!

Excavations in Athens have not produced evidence for a space used as a weekly bazaar,”” or
a daily one for that matter, in the Middle Byzantine period. While accepting that we should

908 Thompson (1968) 57, 58.

909 Thompson and Wycherley, 216.

910 Alexandri (1977) 17.

911 O. Zachariadou in Parlama and Stampolidis, 137, fig. 2.

912 See above p. 96.

913 O. Zachariadou, op. cit., 149—151.

914 Scranton, Corinth, 76-77; G. Sanders, Corinth, in Laiou, Economic History II, 652-653.

915 K. Reidt, op. cit., 626, 627.

916 Lazaridis (1973) 56.

917 About the cellars in monasteries known as ‘00y€i0” and ‘@peia’, see Orlandos, Movaotypioxij, 72-75.
918 Shear (1935) 314; Bouras, City, 648.

919 Ibid.

920 Ch. Bouras, Aspects of the Byzantine City, in Laiou, Economic History II, 514.

921 Ibid., nn. 195 and 196.

922 Sotiriou believed that the weekly open-air market was held during the medieval period east of the “Theseion’ (EMME, Al,

49).The excavations proved that the area was densely occupied by houses.
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be looking for a marketplace or suitable space within the Post-Herulian wall,””* I have noted
already that Travlos’s view, that the Roman Agora was the site of a bazaar from antiquity until
the late Ottoman period,””* is simply not supported by the evidence.””® Also unknown is

where the annual commercial fair held on 15 August, the feast of the Dormition of the Virgin,

took place and who participated in it,””* even though it is mentioned in a written source.””’

Unbuilt spaces and cemeteries

The continuing obscurity of the shape of the urban fabric prohibits observations about unbuilt
spaces in medieval Athens, and the absence of evidence for buildings at various points cannot
stand in for evidence that these areas were in fact empty. The fields noted in the Praktikon as
located inside the Royal wall certainly signify open spaces, but these were not incorporated
into the urban fabric or into the life of the city. The only exception is the Tzykanisterion,
located, according to the Praktikon,”” on the north side ‘in the kastron’. It was a recreational

area, large in size and suitable for equestrian games.”” Besides the Tzykanisterion in the Pal-

1

ace in Constantinople,” we know of one in eighth-century Ephesos”™' and tenth-century

Lacedaemonia.”” We do not know whether the Athenian Tzykanisterion was still in use in
our period, since the sport required teams of riders. Evidence in support of its use would be
indirect testimony of the economic prosperity of the local aristocracy in Athens.

In contrast to the ancient practice, burials inside the city walls are known already from the
time of Leo the Wise.”’ Middle Byzantine Athens proves no exception, as is demonstrated
by the numerous archacological finds from within the Post-Herulian and Valerianic walls.
Regretfully, the same observation must be repeated in the case of burials as has already been
made about domestic architecture and workshops: with only very few exceptions, excavations

of the Middle Byzantine layers were hastily conducted and finds were destroyed or filled in,

without documentation. Publications of this material is summary,”** and it is difficult to date™®

923 Given that all the supposed marketplaces mentioned above are in the new settlements of Athens, outside the Post-Herulian
wall.

924 Travlos, Dictionary, 29.

925 See above p. 63.

926 EvOvuiov 10 Moldxn té owl{dueva, K. Bonis ed. (Athens 1937) 72.

927 A. Laiou, Exchange and trade, Seventh-Twelfth centuries, in Laiou, Economic History 11, 681 ff.; Kaldellis (2009) 133-137.

928 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 12, 26, 27, 33.

929 Du Cange, Glossarium, col. 1576; ODB 11,1939 s.v. Sports (A. Cutler); Ph. Koukoules, Bolavrivav fiog kai wolitioudg,
I (Athens 1949) 129142,

930 Citation of many other sources in Du Cange, op. cit. See also ODBIII, 2137 s.v. Tzykanestirion (A. Kazhdan).

931 The Chronicle of Theophanes Confessor, tr. C. Mango and R. Scott (Oxford 1997) 614 n. 5.

932 O. Lampsidis, O éx I16vrov do10¢ Nikwv 6 Metavoeite (Athens 1982) 80, 252, 428, 458.

933 G. Dagron, Le christianisme dans la ville byzantine, DOP 31 (1977) 11 ff.; Bouras, [ToAgodoptkd., 91 n. 20. See also Ph.
Koukoules, op. cit., A’ (Athens 1951) 185—188.

934 Typical is the case of the Olympicion area, where all the medieval remains found at medium depth, as well as the graves,
were destroyed. K. Koumanoudis, Avacka@f ‘O vumigiov, Prake 43 (1888) 15.

935 E. Tzavella, T4 mpdiua Pulavivd vekpotapeio thg ABMvag kol ol uaptupieg T00¢ Yid TV TOTOYPOQIKT Koi
totopikn €EEMEN TS mOANG, 260V Zvumoaiov tijc Xprotiavikijs Apyaioloyikiic Etaupeiag (2006) 93.
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since often new burials were made in old graves, or the graves were reused as ossuaries, in

addition to the fact that there were very few grave goods.

936

Following the classification of Emmanouilidis™® and the provisional(?) publications of

various finds in Athens, it is possible to discern a few categories of burials. Although its
boundaries are not known, an organized cemetery was noted in the area of the Makrygianni
quarter,”” and it may have been associated with a chapel.” The spatial organization, with
vaulted graves arranged in rows, makes it almost certain that it was a Late Antique cemetery
reused when the area was reinhabited in the Middle Byzantine period. A second cemetery
from the same period was noted further to the south, on a parallel street to Vouliagmenis
Street.”**

We have more specific information about burials inside or in the immediate environs of
churches or monasteries. The location of graves in these contexts can, of course, be explained
by Christians’ desire to be buried in holy places and as close as possible to places where the
divine liturgy was celebrated.” Distinguished persons could be buried beneath the pavement
or in arcosolia in church narthexes, as was the case in the well-known Athenian churches of

the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora,”' the Taxiarchs,”*” Hagioi Pantes (All Saints),”” Soteira

944

Lykodemou™* and the Asomatoi sta Skalia.”* Despite church bans, there were sometimes

burials even under the pavement of the naos, as was the case in the Hephaisteion,”* which had
been converted to a church, as well as in the Megale Panagia®™ and the church of the Hagioi
Theodoroi.” It is supposed that the Parthenon™ was the burial place of the city’s metro-
politans, whose names were found engraved on the columns.”’ Burial inside abandoned and

ruinous churches continued even into the Post-Byzantine period.

936 N. Emmanouilidis, 70 dixauo tijc ta.ijc 016 Bo{dvtio (Athens 1989) 176, ch. 3, ‘Places of burials’.

937 P Kalligas, in Parlama and Stampolidis, op. cit., 39; Saraga, ‘Epyaoctipro, 263-264; Alexandri (1969) 56, 57; P. Kalligas,
AvOoKAQEG 6TO 01KOTESO MaKpLYAvYN, AvBEéutov (Dec. 1995) 10, 11. It seems that a little further to the north, close
to the Lysikrates monument, there was another graveyard. See Choremi, 0806¢ Tpi6dwv, 32.

938 P. Kalligas, AVaGKAQEG GTO 0KOTESO MOKPLYIAVYY, op. cit., 10—11. P. Kalligas in a lecture (21 Dec. 2001) expressed
the opinion that under Makrygianni Street are the remains of a church, perhaps of Hagios Nikolaos ‘sto Kountito’; idem,
AvBéuiov (Dec. 1995) 11.

939 Alexandri (1974) 128—129, drawing no. 22.

940 Ch. Bouras, Ta@wd pvnueio oty péon koai v Votepn Polavtivy apyrtektoviky, [6ov Zvumooiov tijc
Xpionioviiic Apyouoroyixiic Eroipeiog (1996) 53-54.

941 Frantz, Holy Apostles, 27-31, fig. 9, pl. 10e, 28.

942 Bouras, Taxiarchs, 71, pl. 7, 4.

943 Orlandos, Mvnueio AOnvadv-ATtikig, 128, 129, fig. 163.

944 Bouras, Soteira, 22.

945 Choremi (1989) 12.

946 A. Orlandos, Epyaciot avactmidosng Buloviivdy pvnueiov, ABME B’ (1936) 208, fig. 6; Travlos, Dictionary, 263,
fig. 335; W. B. Dinsmoor, Observations, op. cit., 6-30.

947 S. Koumanoudis, diary entry ‘Excavation of the burnt Agora’ (11 Jan. 1886) ‘in the area of the church, a grave under the

o —

pavement’.

948 Xyngopoulos, Mvnpela AGnvéiv, 73.

949 In the separate room of the Parthenon (opisthonaos), which was used as the narthex (Korres, [TapOevavag, 145, 1994,
fig. 10), can be seen three graves. One more has been recently explored in the north colonnade. The cavity under the shrine
of Athena Ergane was turned to a bone house in the medieval period.

950 Orlandos and Vranousis.
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Excavations brought to light dozens of graves in close association with churches and monas-
teries in Athens. In the Megale Panagia, built on the site of the Library of Hadrian, inscriptions
on grave plaques led to the conjecture that the site was occupied by the cemetery of a nunnery
in the ninth and tenth centuries.”' But the excavator did not draw connections between the
plaques and the graves or ossuaries that were excavated, the plaques were simply mentioned”?
and Koumanoudis later had them removed.

Northwest of the church of Soteira Lykodemou, the monastery’s cemetery was indicated by
the few fragmentary remains of Middle Byzantine grawes.g;3 In the limited area that was exca-
vated in 1967 around the church of the Hagioi Theodoroi,”* sixteen graves were found which
were considered to be older than the church. One could conjecture that they were connected
to the smaller and humbler church whose place the extant church occupied.

An extensive cemetery from the Late Roman period, possibly in use into the Middle Byz-
antine period, was excavated in the vicinity of the Panagia stin Petra” (the site of the temple
of Artemis Agrotera). Byzantine graves that were directly associated with the church of the

Asomatos sta Skalia,”*

some with interesting grave goods, were also found in the courtyard
and in front of the propylon of the Library of Hadrian. In its northern wall an arcosolium
was carved into the marble facing the narthex™’ or a vestibule to the church.”*® Whether the
arcosolium should be assigned to a Middle or Late Byzantine date remains uncertain.”’
Burials were even noted in the excavations of the church of Hagios Thomas™ and at a
church of unknown dedication located north of Adrianou Street in the Athenian Agora.%]
Around the so-called Theseion, in the area of the newer cemetery for foreigners,”” many
Middle Byzantine graves were also found.”* However, the eleventh- and twelfth-century graf-

fiti on the columns and walls of the ancient temple®* do not provide sufficient evidence to

951 Sakkelion, ArchEph 25 (1886) 235; Kambouroglous, Toropia, 282. Tombstones of Metse Droungarea, Eupraxia and Thomais
of the years 856, 867 and 921, respectively, have been found. The first of them was daughter or wife of a droungarios (see ODB I,
663).

952 S. Koumanoudis, diaries, op. cit., 21 Sept. 1885: ‘.. . appeared . . . underground cavity . . . deposit of human bones . . ;
11 Oct. 1885: . . . appeared a second built (room) with human remains . . ’; 2 Feb. 1886: ‘. . . were found two narrow

rooms, plastered inside, in which there were many human bones . . .

953 Lazaridis (1960) 65.

954 Lazaridis (1967) 154, 155, drawing no. 6 (plan).

955 E. Lygouri-Tolia, ArchDelt 349 (1994) B’ 1 36-38. The graves published by A. Skias (Prakt 52 [1897] 73-85, pl. A’) were
destroyed.

956 Choremi (1994) 18, 29; Choremi (1995) 22 ff.

957 Choremi (1989) 12; E. Touloupa, ‘O Aylog Acdpatog 66 oKaMd, in Edppoovvov, B’ (Athens 1992) 596-598. The
sherds testify the old age of the graves, but the funeral gifts in them date from the Post-Byzantine period.

958 Choremi (1989) 12. See also above p. 61 n. 403.

959 Given that distinguished persons were buried in arcosolia, the excavators thought that it was made for a member of the
Chalkokondyles family (the founders of the church) and was therefore of the Late Byzantine period.

960 Chatzidakis (1974) 184 ff. Graves of the first and third phases of the church.

961 Shear (1997) 535.

962 W.B. Dinsmoor, Observations on the Hephesteion, Hesperia, Supplement 5 (1941) 16-30.

963 Ibid., 15.

964 A. McCabe, Byzantine funerary graffiti in the Hephaisteion in the Athenian Agora, in Proceedings of the 2 st Intern. Congress of Byz.
Studies (London 2006) 11, 127, 128. Dorothy Thompson, 70 years ago, assured Orlandos that the graves around the temple
arc of the twelfth century. See ABME B’ (1936) 216. Later, W. B. Dinsmoor dated the graves between 1057 and 1453.
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connect the temple with a Byzantine cemetery.” It is possible that the graffiti are some sort
of catalogue of the dead in that area.”

The reuse of graves was condemned in Late Antiquity,”” but not in the Middle Byzantine period.
This subject has not, sadly, been the focus of systematic investigation by excavators, and there
is a certain vagueness in the publications. Examples where vaulted Early Christian graves were
used in the eleventh and twelfth centuries have been mentioned in the area of the Makrygianni
quarter,” and also on Nikis Street.”” Other graves reused later as ossuaries were also found in the
Makyrgianni area, Syntagma Square and depositories of bones were found in the church of Hagios
Nikolaos, in the northern part of the Athenian Agora.””The architectural idea of a vaulted ossuary
seems to have survived until a much later date, as is suggested by two small buildings at the south
wall of the Roman Agora, west of the fountain, that were discussed earlier.””!

The above discussion contributes very little to our picture of the urban fabric of Middle Byz-
antine Athens. This situation is exacerbated by the fact that many other medieval graves were not
even mentioned in the publications. Moreover, no one has occupied themselves with the typology
of Middle Byzantine graves in Athens. The fact that they were scattered across the city bears wit-
ness, in any case, to the absence — or perhaps the nonenforcement — of regulations concerning

land use, or hygiene,””” but also the lack of planning regulations in general for the medieval city.

The churches of medieval Athens

The ecclesiastical architecture of Athens: Introduction

973

In the catalogue that follows, I discuss over forty Athenian churches’” that, regardless of their

later fate, were in use during the Middle Byzantine period. Compared to other provincial cit-
ies in the Byzantine Empire, the number of churches in Athens is very high and also difficult
to interpret from a historical point of view. These ecclesiastical structures are remarkable
both in their fine construction and artistic quality, and most belong to the eleventh century,
a period about which our written sources are silent. The only exception is the visit of Basil II
to Athens in 1019, described in the sources as purely formal, leaving no real administrative or

economic impact on the city‘

965 K. Zisiou, Xapaypato Entypapikd, AIEE 2 (1885) 20-23; A. McCabe, op. cit.

966 A. McCabe, op. cit.

967 N. Emmanouilidis, op. cit., 337-331.

968 P. Kalligas, Zt00u6¢ Metro AkpOnoMg, Kathimerini, Emtd fuépec (18 June 2000) 8.

969 Lazaridis (1967) 149—152.

970 Shear (1977) 538.

971 See above p. 63.

972 Interesting is the case of burials of infants inside houses, in the Agora, ]. Camp (2007) 629, 648; idem, Arch. Report,
200607, JHS (2007) 6, fig. 6.

973 For general information about the churches of Athens, see Mommsen, Athenae; T. Neroutsos, Al xpiotiovikei AOfjvar,
AIEE 3 (1898) 5 ff.; Kambouroglous, Totopia;idem, AOfjvau; Xyngopoulos, Mynpeio AONVoV; Travlos, A607jvai; Chat-
zidakis, A0iva; Mango, Architecture, 252 ff.; Ch. Bouras, MesoPulavtivi) ABva, TTokeodopia kai Apyrtektoviky, in
Abijva, 223-245; N. Panselinou, Bulavtivi) A65ve. (Athens 2001); Krautheimer, Apyizextovixi, 379-395; P. Hether-
ington, Byzantine and Medieval Greece (London 1991) 65 ff.; D. Constantios, Bolavtivi) AOfva, H w6, 16 uovoeio, 16
uvnueio (Athens 2003) 78-81.
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But the silence in the sources is pervasive: except for the Parthenon church of the Theotokos,
Byzantine writers utter not a single word about the wealth of medieval monuments in Athens.”™*

The survival of a relatively large number of churches until 1830 can be attributed to many
different causes. To begin with, the city is not prone to primary seismic activity, but is vul-
nerable to few seismic shots, from rather distant epicentres.”” The pervasive use of vaulting
restricted the effect of fire to mainly limited damage. However, the main factor behind the
survival of the Athenian churches until the War of Independence was the fact that under Otto-
man rule only three churches had been converted to mosques — the Parthenon, the church
underlying the Fethiye Mosque and the Hagioi Anargyroi on the south slope of the Acropo-
lis.””® All other Byzantine and more than one hundred Post-Byzantine churches remained in
the hands of the Christians, thanks perhaps to privileges granted them by Mehmet the Con-
queror””’ when he visited the city in 1458. Many of the churches were preserved as the private
property of leading Athenian families, while others became metochia of various monasteries or
parish churches, with the result that they were all maintained in at least reasonable condition.

The great degradation of the wealth of medieval monuments in Athens took place during the
period of uprising against Ottoman rule.”” By the end of the conflict, most Athenian churches
and especially the small Post-Byzantine churches were in ruins”” and many of the dedications
were subsequently forgotten. Insufficient funds for rebuilding, the imposition of a new urban
plan and changes in the status of private property lay behind most of the church demolitions.”*

Other causes led to the degradation of the Middle Byzantine churches that had survived
in a somewhat better condition on account of their construction. Out of ignorance, Greeks
in the post-Independence period did not appreciate the value of the medieval monuments in
their midst. This lack of understanding combined with the need for space to accommodate a
much-increased number of parishioners at worship™' resulted in the extensions and structural
deformations I have already discussed. In addition, the adulation of antiquity and neoclassical
ideals that prevailed after 1830 in Greece, and particularly in Athens,”” led to the cold-blooded
destruction of Byzantine churches in order to bring to light the remains of antiquity and purge
the archacological sites of the Middle Byzantine layers, without the slightest reservation.

974 C. Mango, Byzantine attitudes to the conservation of monuments, Casabella 581 (1999) 38.

975 N.Ambraseys, Material for the investigation of the seismicity of Central Greece, in S. Stiros and R.E. Jones (eds.), Archeo-
seismology (Athens 1996) 23.

976 Xyngopoulos, Mynpuela Abnvav, 91.

977 Kritoboulos of Imbros in D.R. Reinsch and F. Kolovou (eds.), Totopio (Athens 2005) 424-427; Travlos, [loAeodouixi,
173; Sp. Lambros, Totopia tijc molews t@dv AOnvddv, B’ (Athens 1904) 393-396.

978 Mainly during the siege of the Acropolis, from 3 August 1826 to 25 May 1827.

979 L. Ross maintained that most of his ancient findings came from the 114 ruined Byzantine and Post-Byzantine churches of Athens.
Kleanthes and Schaubert listed 115 churches. See A. Papageorgiou-Venetas, Edovdpdog Zdovumept (Athens 1999) 75-77.

980 For a general catalogue including the place of each church, based on the first maps of modern Athens, see K. Biris, Ai
éxrdnoior 1@v molai@dv A0nvav (Athens 1940).

98

Of great importance was a circular (7 March 1834) of the Synod of the Church of Greece, suggesting that the building of
new churches be avoided in favor of embellishing and enlarging existing ones. See H.A. Chlepa, Ta polavive, uvnueio.
oty veawrtepn EAada (Athens 2001) 34-39.

982 Stefanos Koumanoudis was the most fervent supporter of the new ideology that denied the Byzantine past. As an archacolo-
gist he was active in the destruction of many medieval remains in Athens. See S. Mathaiou, 2répavog A. Kovuavobong,
2yediaoua froypopiog (Athens 1999) 108111, 113, 125, 127.
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The absence of direct information, most notably inscriptions, concerning the nearly fifty
known Middle Byzantine churches makes it almost impossible to determine what their orig-
inal purpose was and whether they underwent alterations either in the Middle Byzantine
period or later. It is nearly certain that fourteen of these served as monastery katholika:

Hagia Aikaterine
Asomatos sta Skalia®?
Kapnikarea™"

Kynegos ton Philosophon
Galatsi, Hagios Georgios
Hagios Loukas™

Goudi, Panagia

Megale Panagia987
‘Theseion’
Homologetai988

Hagios Dionysios™’

Hagioi Asomatoi, Petraki monastery
Kaisariani

Soteira tou Lykodemou

The Gorgoepekoos church may have been a private church, but during the Ottoman period
it was included in the property that came under the jurisdiction of the Cathedral of Athens.”
The wall paintings, whose themes would have provided clues to whether or not the church
served as a katholikon, are lost in nearly all the monuments. The view expressed by Cyril
991

Mango™" that the ornate and costly churches were katholika set in monastic courtyards can-
not be verified in Athens, and donations of land, which were essential for the foundation of a
monastery, are not documented or at least we are not aware of them given the lack of archival
material for the Middle Byzantine period. The church of the Hagioi Theodoroi had specific
donors, as did the first phase of the church of Hagios loannes Mangoutes, and can therefore be
considered to have been private properties. In addition, there is a third category of Athenian
churches that were neither private nor monastic but depended directly on the Cathedral of

Athens, in a manner similar to today’s parish churches. Two churches named in the Praktikon™”’

983 On the ruins of the monastery found by excavation, see ArchDelt 53 (1998) B’, 49, drawing no. 17.

984 Kambouroglous, Totopia, 286.

985 Lambros, Xwvidtyg, B’, 219, 247, 248, 619, 628, 630.

986 Kambouroglous, ibid., 267, 268.

987 It is evident from its degradation to a metochion, or dependency, of the Panachrantos monastery on the island of Andros.

988 Lambros, Xwvidtyg. Ruins of the monastery buildings are visible in a photograph of 1872.

989 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 27, 34.

990 The ruins found in excavation were identified as monastery buildings. See above pp. 57-58.

991 C. Mango, Les monuments de I'architecture du Xle siecle et leur signification historique et sociale, Travaux et Mémoires 6
(1976) 353.

992 Granstrem et al., op. cit., 26-27.
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simply as churches and not as monasteries, Hagios Ioannes Prodromos and Hagia Marina,
appear to have belonged to this category. Cemetery chapels have already been discussed.
The Cathedral of Athens is also problematic. Travlos believed that the basilica of the Megale
Panagia erected in the ruins of the tetraconch in the Library of Hadrian was originally used as
the cathedral.” This notion rests on pure hypothesis without documentation. In the twelfth

century, to judge from the homilies of Michael Choniates,”*

the metropolitan had his seat
in the Parthenon until his expulsion by the Crusaders in 1204 It is possible that from that
time the metropolitan see was established in the church whose remains are preserved beneath
the Fethiye Mosque in the Roman Agora, about which more will be said later.”” But the see
was cjected from this venue, too, when in 1456 the church was taken by the Ottomans and
given over to Muslim worship, and as the oldest Ottoman mosque in Athens it assumed the
customary name Fethiye, ‘Conquest’. Both Kambouroglous™ and Travlos™” wrote about the
churches of Athens that served as cathedrals during the Ottoman period.

It is worth noting that even though the Valerianic wall was of no use strategically in the late
twelfth century, thirty-four of the forty churches discussed here were located inside the wall.
This may be understood from the fact that many of the churches date to the eleventh century,
in which case either the wall would still have been in good condition at that time, or it was
believed that the wall would be restored, or it must still have provided a sense of security to
the city’s inhabitants. In a few instances elements survive that indicate the incorporation of
churches or monasteries into the medieval urban grid. Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas was entered
directly from the medieval Tripodon Street, the monastery of the Asomatoi sta Skalia had an
claborate fagade opening onto the small square in front of the medieval Library of Hadrian, the
Soteira Lykodemou and Sotera Kottakis opened onto the street connecting the Acropolis with

the Mesogeia gate998

and the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora had direct access onto the Pana-
thenaic Way leading to the Acropolis in parallel to the Post-Herulian wall. A different pic-
ture emerged from the excavation at Hagios Nikolaos in the Athenian Agora, which was
woven into the fabric of surrounding houses, although all the buildings did not appear to
be related chronologically. Finally, the entrance to the monastery of Hagios Loukas was off
the old road that led from Athens to Kifissia, known also from the first topographical plans
made of the area.

In the catalogue of Athenian churches that follows the length of each entry does not cor-
respond necessarily to the importance of the church it describes. I have described at greater
length the churches that are completely unpublished as well as certain features in these
churches that present exceptional interest. The result of giving more attention to the recon-
structions of monuments that were disfigured or had fallen into ruin is that some of these

entries are larger than others describing structures that have remained intact.

993 Travlos, [lolgodopukij, 139n.2,210n. 3.

994 Lambros, Xeovidzyc, A’, 93, 104, 117, B, 449, 451, 454.
995 See above p. 61.

996 Kambouroglous, Totopia, 276; idem, ABijvar, 236.

997 Travlos, IToleodopuxiy, 154, 210-212; Choremi, Ayopa, 30.
998 M. Korres, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B’, 9-10.
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Following the presentation of forty Athenian churches, I include ten more about which

minimal evidence exists, or about which there are doubts as to their Middle Byzantine date.

Catalogue of Middle Byzantine churches in Athens

The Agora. Hagioi Apostoloi/Holy Apostles

The Hagioi Apostoloi in the Athenian Agora1
(Fig. 67) is perhaps the city’s only Byzantine
monument about which a scholarly mono-
graph commensurate with the building’s
importance has been published.” It is also
one of the few instances in which the radi-
cal interventions by restorers in the years
between 1954 and 1956 were published (Fig.
68, 69).

Typologically, the church is a unicum
in Middle Byzantine church architecture
(Fig. 70). Excavation confirmed the exis-
tence of a fourth apse, on the western side,
as well as a tripartite narthex. The result is
a highly unusual ground plan: a cross-in-
square, domed church and a tetraconch,
or rather an octaconch, shell. Choisy’® had
already commented on the monument’s high
quality. Tts originality, especially in associa-
tion with the Panagia church at Hosios Lou-
kas was noted by Megaw.* Alison Frantz
rightly concluded that the monument was
the work of a highly ingenious architect.’

It was probably in the course of the War
of Independence® that the western apse of
the church was destroyed, together with the
narthex. Somewhat later it was modified in

order to create more space — a fate it shared

1 Known formerly as Holy Apostoloi of the Solaki (family).

Figure 68 The Hagioi Apostoloi from northwest.

2 Frantz, Holy Apostles. The monograph is accompanied by excellent drawings by J. Travlos and W. B. Dinsmoor Jr.
3 A. Choisy, Histoire de I'architecture, 2 (Paris 1905) 34, 35 ; L'art de batir chez les Byzantins (Paris 1884) 132, 133.

4 Megaw, Chronology, 103, 104, 105, 116, 120.
5 Frantz, op. cit., 25.

6 The measured sketches done by Kleanthes and Schaubert for the first general map of Athens (1833) show the fourth western

conch of the church. It is possible that it was in ruins and that its destruction was recent, rather than from the Venetian cam-

paign of 1687.
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Figure 70 The Hagioi Apostoloi. Plan based on a
drawing by J. Travlos.

7 Bouras, Naodouia, 38.

with many Athenian churches — by the addition
of a pseudo-classical extension at the west end
in 1877. The minor widening of the narthex in
order to create an arcosolium on the northern
side belongs to the twelfth century.”

In the church’s restoration, aesthetic concerns
prevailed over faithfulness to the Venice Charter.
The overall form of the building became clear
after the discovery of the foundations and parts
of the original fagade. However, the ceramic
decoration of the restored walls (frieze,® pseudo-
Cufic, dentil courses) as well as the vaulting in
the narthex” were supported on hypotheses. The
same is true for the final shape of the omphalion
in the center of the floor pavement under the
dome, about which very little information was

available.'

8 Frantz, op. cit., 41 n. 5. Its models are the Panagia church of the Hosios Loukas monastery and Hagioi lason and Sosipatros on Corfu.
9 G. Mauzy (ed.), Oi avaoxapéc oty Ayopd. tijc AOnvag, 1931-2006 (Athens 2006) 74-89.

10 Frantz, op. cit., 13, drawing no. 10 c.
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Figure 71 The Hagioi Apostoloi. East—west section. Drawing  Figure 72 The Hagioi Apostoloi. East elevation.
by W.B. Dinsmoor Jr. (A. Frantz.) Drawing by W.B. Dinsmoor Jr. (A. Frantz.)

The incorporation of the cross-domed
arrangement into an octaconch plan (Fig. 71)
shaped around a circle measuring 8.16
meters in diameter succeeds thanks to
three-sided imposts that crown the “pilas-
ters’ between the apses at approximately
4 meters above pavement level. This
arrangement produces the eight arches
that connect the ‘pilasters’ to the columns.
It is important to note that the outward-
facing surfaces of the apse arches are on
a vertical plane and not aligned along the
circular outline. In other words, there is
a differentiation between the upper level
(where the centrally planned design pre-

dominates'') and the lower (where the

cross-in-square plan predominates and the  Figure 73 The Hagioi Apostoloi. Dome.

apses are arranged in the familiar fashion).

The domes of the four corner bays, which appear triangular on the ground plan, have an
unclear shape on account of their small size. The two similarly diminutive spaces on either
side of the western apse were covered not with groin vaults, as shown onTravlos’s ground

plan, but with truncated cone vaults.

11 The marble templon (iconostasis, or icon screen), which was necessary for functional reasons, altered the understanding of

the spatial design of the church.
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Figure 74 The Hagioi Apostoloi. Masonry on east side of Figure 75 The Hagioi Apostoloi. Detail of the

the bema apse. Drawing by J. Travlos. (A. Frantz.) masonry with Cufesque brickworks.

It has been observed'” that the equal significance of the axes of the cross in the central space
links the church to monuments in Constantinople. In contrast, drawing a parallel with the
shape of the narthex with the Palaiopanagia church in Manolada,"” a much later monument,
is probably pointless, as is the old characterization of its form as of the Athonite type.'* These
mistaken notions may be due to the fact that until 1950 it was not known that the church
originally had a western apse.

We see clear imitation of the Panagia church at Hosios Loukas (Fig. 74, 75) in the morphol-
ogy: the dome is ‘Athenian’ with arched cornices and double-light windows, the cloisonné
masonry has identical pseudo-Cufic decoration between the ashlar stones (Fig. 76, 77); the
proportions between the openings and the arrangement of the roofs all follow the familiar
prototype.

As in the case of the Panagia church at Hosios Loukas, one is impressed here by the coex-
istence of Constantinopolitan and indigenous building techniques for the vaulting, The semi-
domes of the apses are made entirely of brick without centering; and in the southeastern
pendentive” we find the use of the recessed brick technique. By contrast, the dome is con-
structed of dressed limestone ashlars,'® clearly executed with centering,

The church of the Holy Apostles was constructed after that of the Panagia at Hosios Loukas,
but in close association with it. A date in the last quarter of the tenth century was proposed'’

and has not, to date, been contested.

12 Frantz, op. cit., 21.

13 Ibid., 20.

14 Xyngopoulos, Mvnpeio. AOnvav, 77.
15 Frantz, op. cit., pl. 6 d.

16 1Ibid., pl. 6 e.

17 bid., 25, 26.
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Agora. Hagios Nikolaos

A monument of minor importance and in a ruinous state from the time of the War of Inde-
pendence was made known thanks to its systematic excavation and publication. The church of
Hagios Nikolaos is located in close proximity to that of Hagios Filippos, at the corner of Adri-
anou and Hagiou Filippou Streets," and was discovered after the demolition of a modern house
to make way for excavations by the American School of Classical Studies” in 1990-1992.

Study of the finds showed that the church, which functioned from the eleventh century until
1826, had four building phases (Fig. 76). The remains of the building’s foundations were in poor
condition and the reconstruction proposed by the excavators is consequently uncertain.’ The
most important and most interesting is the second phase, dated with certainty to the twelfth
century. This was a small, three-aisled church (9 X 9.35 m) with a narthex, a semicircular apse
in the sanctuary and perhaps in the parabemata, with pilasters on both sides of the column or pier
that separated cach aisle. The proportions do not permit a reconstruction of the dome,* and the
narrow width of the walls indicates that the roof was wooden rather than vaulted in stone. We
can safely describe it as a small, three-aisled basilica with a wooden roof situated in a Middle Byz-
antine neighborhood located, in part, over the ancient artificial covering of the Eridanos River.
The building was destroyed in the carly thirteenth century and rebuilt in a somewhat haphazard
fashion (phases IIl and IV) before it was razed to the ground after the War of Independence.

Various graves and ossuaries were discovered inside the church, some contemporary with
the building, while others were later disturbed and reused. The absence of sculptural decora-
tion is one indication that this was not a luxurious establishment, and it lacks the morpho-
logical characteristics® of contemporary Athenian churches. Consequently, the view has been

expressed that it was a small parish church suited to the needs of the surrounding community.

1 K. Biris, A éxxinoior tév malouddv A0nvéd>v (Athens 1940) 51, no 53; Janin, Centres, no 32.
2 Shear (1997) 538546, pl. 108, 109; Shear and Camp (1992) 18.

3 Shear (1997) 540, fig. 12.

4 Ibid., 539 n. 92 and 93.

5 Exterior, semicircular bema conches were not usually built with ashlar blocks, but with less expensive coarse stones.
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Roman Agora. Church beneath the Fethiye Mosque

The church whose remains are preserved at a depth of approximately 2 meters beneath the
Ottoman Fethiye Mosque (Fig. 77) was excavated by P. Lazaridis in 1964 and a first, brief report
was published in the Archaiologikon Deltion.' This investigation was focused mainly on the north-
east corner of the church, as well as its western side where its boundaries and narthex were
identified. At the time, the finds were considered to be part of an Early Christian basilica, but
later Travlos published an important outline sketch of the monument in relation to the mosque.’

The Early Christian chronology was later accepted by Pallas,’ Platon* and Choremi,” the latter of
whom continued the excavation in 2002. Thanks to further investigation it was clarified that the bema
had a large, semicircular external apse and what was previously understood as a chapel on the north
side of the bema was in fact the prothesis of a tripartite sanctuary (Fig. 78). Also noted were the remains
of an Ottoman mihrab in the sanctuary apse. It thus became clear that the church, which occupied a
central position in the medieval city, had been converted into a mosque for a period of time before
its destruction. The structure known today as the Fethiye Mosque was constructed between 1668
and 1670° and is preserved today in good condition.

The excavation of the tripartite sanc-
tuary justified the characterization of the
monument as a large tripartite Middle Byz-
antine basilica’ and led, at almost the same
time, to its identification as a transitional
inscribed cross-in-square type church of
the early Middle Byzantine period,® a view
also espoused by Frantz.”

Although unaware of this archacologi-
cal evidence, Kambouroglous' formulated
the view that some church, which was lev-
eled for the construction of the mosque and
whose dedication remained unknown, had
served as the cathedral of Athens during the
period between 1205 and 1456, in other
words from the Latin occupation of the

Parthenon until its dedication as a Place for Figure 78 Roman Agora. The church beneath the Fethiye

Muslim worship by Mehmet the Conqueror. Mosque. View of the prothesis.
1 P Lazaridis, Mecoumvikd AOnvdv-Attikii, ArchDelt 19 (1964) B’, 96, pl. 91 B, 92 a., B.
2 Travlos, Dictionary, 31, fig. 39.
3 Pallas, MetdBoon, 26.
4 Platon (1965) 22.
5 A. Spetsieri-Choremi, ‘Evonoinon Apyatoloyikdv Xdpwv, ArchDelt 53 (1998) 45.
6 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio. ABnNv@dv, 116, 117, fig. 146 with previous bibliography. Sce also R. Pouli, ®etty1é T{owi, in

E. Brouskari (ed.), O8wuavixi apyrrextoviin otnv EALddo (Athens 2008) 70-73.
Choremi, Ayopda, 7, fig. 1, 9. Report in the newspaper Kathimerini, 29 May 2002.

8 N. Gioles, A0nva, fig. 72.

Frantz, Late Antiquity, 71, 73.

10 Kambouroglous, Totopia, 35 ff.

N

Nel

137



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

lo—"© =< @I

O

©

Figure 79 Roman Agora. 0. Fethiye Mosque, . Ruins of the church beneath the mosque, . Stylobate of the east
portico of the Agora, 8. Shops, €. Remains of the minaret of the mosque, 6T. The Southwest corner of
the church, . Pelopidas Street.

The discovery of the mihrab confirmed that the renaming to Fethiye Camii belonged first to the
converted church and that only later was the name passed on to the newly built Ottoman mosque.

Spon and Wheler reached Athens in 1678 and noted that the mosque stood on the site of
the former cathedral,'" basing themselves on local informants. The mosque also features on
Verneda’s map of Athens (1687)'? and is identified in the legend (number 10) as the ‘domo della
Piazza’, in other words the cathedral of the square.” We cannot exclude the possibility that dur-
ing the brief second phase of Venetian rule the building returned to Christian use.'* In any case,
Kambouroglous’s conjectures are confirmed: the remains uncovered in excavation have been
shown to belong to the cathedral used by the Athenians for 250 years. The building’s size, much
greater than all the other Athenian churches, solidifies the view. It is a great misfortune that the
excavation was not completed and, except for reports, no publication of the finds has appeared.
As a result, any attempt to make a typological classification remains purely conjectural.

The church (roughly 24.7 X 15 m) was oriented in a parallel relation to the sides of the Roman
Agora" and underwent at least two building phases, in the first of which it was probably a single-
aisled basilica (Fig. 79). The edge of the bema apse reached as far as the stylobate of the eastern

11 J. Spon and G. Wheler, Voyage d’ltalie, de Dalmatie et du Levant, 2 (Lyon 1678) 181.

12 L. Beschi, Una descrizione delle Antichita di Atene del 1687, RendLinc IX, 13 (2002) VIIL, f. 3, fig. 6.

13 Today Panos Street, much larger in 1687.

14 This explains the remark of Kambouroglous that a cross was removed from the dome of the mosque. It is possible the mosque
was transformed into the cathedral of the Roman Catholic rite, given that the Venetian authorities, at this time, preferred to
occupy Ottoman mosques for their own use, rather than Orthodox churches (suggestion of H. Kalligas).

15 The rotation of the main axis of the new mosque to Mecca left free the northeast and the southwest parts of the church, which

were excavated.
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stoa.'® The minaret, whose base survives, was constructed at the church’s western boundary."”
The construction of the extant walls is extremely poor quality, made of small fieldstones without
brick and carelessly applied mortar." Large quantities of spolia were also used. Obviously, the
church did not belong to the group of finely executed Greeck monuments known from our period.
Nothing found resembles Early Christian masonry or elements from the Justinianic period.

These observations about the building’s construction combined with morphological evi-
dence (the sanctuary’s external semicircular apse) place the church of the Roman Agora in
the so-called ‘early Helladic’ group and allow a tentative date of eighth or ninth century. The
large amount of deposit is also a sign of its antiquity.

16 The intercolumniations of the ancient stoa were filled with coarse stonemasonry, perhaps in order to create an enclosure for
the church.

17 The axis of the minaret is parallel to the axis of the church and not to the later mosque. This confirms that it was built for the
church after its occupation by the Ottomans.

18 The masonry of the bema conch is different from that of the two minor conches.
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Hagia Aikaterine/Saint Catherine

The Byzantine church known today as Hagia Aikaterine on Lysikratous Street is used now in its
modified form as a parish church.! Our information about this church is very late, beginning
in 1767 when it became a church of the metochion of the Monastery of St Catherine at Mount
Sinai and acquired the saint’s name (Fig. 80).

The monument’s history and the modifications it underwent during and after the War
of Independence have been systematically investigated by Karani.” Unfortunately, only
the east end and part of the naos are preserved in a state that provides evidence enabling
its analysis and classification among the city’s Middle Byzantine monuments. The dome
and the entire west arm of the cruciform church were demolished and rebuilt. The west
wall of the narthex was replaced by a pair of modern columns, as have the two western
columns of the naos, to judge from their modern capitals. The tympanum of the west arm
is a clumsy imitation of what is found at the two other arms of the cruciform plan: there
is a stone arch instead of a dentil course, and the tile decoration is omitted. The side arch
of the narthex is lower and obviously later, while the pavement has been raised almost
half a meter above the original.’

As for the typology, the church was categorized as composite cross-in-square, albeit a
relatively rare variation of this type. The sanctuary is shallow and the icon screen is situated
between the eastern columns in order to increase the required functional space. The width of
the bema is also limited, and between it and the prothesis is a narrow passage,* which may not
have existed in the original building phase (Fig. 81). The church of Hagia Aikaterine (like the
katholikon at Moni Petraki and the Sotera Kottakis church) should, therefore, be considered a
complex four-column cross-in-square domed church with a contracted sanctuary’ and nar-
thex. We will return to this special typology.

The church’s architectural forms and decoration indicate a somewhat early age, but also
the adoption of new elements from the so-called Helladic ‘school’. The semicircular external
apses of the sanctuary, the triple-light window of the arcade type, the radial arrangement of
the mullions in the same window and the rubble masonry in the lower sections of the walls
suggest an carly date. The widespread use of simple bricks in the cloisonné masonry, with lim-
ited decorative Cufic tile letters between the ashlar blocks® and the group-type double-light
windows at the ends of the cross arms date Hagia Aikaterine after the Hagioi Apostoloi church

in the Agora. Megavv7 has noted that the cross arm windows imitate the small windows of the

Xyngopoulos, Mvnueia ABnvav, 94, 95, tig. 108. The original name of the church is unknown.

1. Karani, Olkodoutkég Emepfaoelg otov vaod Mg Ayiog Alkatepivng otiv [TAdko kotd Tov 190 Kai Tig dpyés Tod
2000 ai®dvo, DChAE 28 (2007) 147-156. See also Strategos Makrygiannis, Opduata kai Oduoato (Athens 1983) 245,
246 nn. 54, 30—31. The last cleanup works on the church addition were executed by A. Orlandos. See Stikas, OpAdvdog
0 AvooTNA®TG, 494.

Exactly 47 cm if we accept that the columns had no base.

Width 0.66 m and height 1.26 (originally 1.74) m.

M. Kappas, Ovaoct@v Ayiwv Anootéiwv Kadduvov (Thessaloniki2001) 277,n.129;idem, O vadg tiig IovroBacilccog
omvTpiyrewa, 360v Zvumoaiov tijc Xpiotiavikiis Apyorotoyikiic Eraipeiog (2006) 30, 31.

Nikonanos, Al0KOGUNGELS, 343—344; Tsouris, Kepapomdaotikog didrooiog, 139.

Megaw, Chronology, 102, 122, 124, 126, 129.
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Figure 80 Hagia Aikaterine. Plan and longitudinal section. Actual state. Drawing by S. Mamaloukos.
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Figure 81 Hagia Aikaterine. Reconstructive plan and longitudinal section. Drawing by S. Mamaloukos.
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Figure 82 Hagia Aikaterine. The four column capitals of  Figure §3 Hagia Aikaterine. East elevation reconstructive.
the main church. Drawing by S. Mamaloukos. Drawing by S. Mamaloukos.

Soteira Lykodemou, as does the use of vertical Cufic tiles and ceramic bowls® to fill in the
triangular gaps (in the case of Hagia Aikaterine, the gaps have been replaced with more recent
material).

The two different Corinthianizing capitals (Fig. 82) that survived the drastic modern inter-
ventions are spolia in reuse. The capitals preserve their monolithic columns, but it is uncertain
whether their bases are original. The pavement, interior plasterwork, the 34-centimeter-high
uniform cornice and the templon are all modern. No marble sculptural decoration dates from
our period.

The coincidence of early and late morphological elements — such as the windows in the
bema (Fig. 83) and the cross arms (Fig. 84) — bear witness once again to the impossibility of
chronology based on the comparison of these elements. The Cufic letters in the masonry and
the entire appearance of the sanctuary apse suggest that we should accept the date proposed
by Megaw” in the second quarter of the eleventh century.

The stylobate and two columns belonging to a Late Roman stoa (Fig. 85) are preserved
in situ at a distance of approximately 25 meters from the present-day facade of Hagia
Aikaterine and was considered by Travlos as the remains of the basilica’s atrium,' or of
a bath."" No excavations were made to verify these conjectures, but various cuttings
in the columns suggest that they were incorporated into buildings, perhaps houses,

in the Middle Byzantine period. During the excavation around the columns in 1911,

8 Tsouris, op. cit., 107, 108, 113.

9 Megaw, Chronology, 126. See also Velenis, Epunveia, 256 n. 2.
10 Travlos, ABfjvau, col. 729 and E. P. Blegen, Annual Report, AJ4 50 (1946) 375.
11 Travlos, Dictionary, 180, no. H.
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Figure 85 Hagia Aikaterine. Columns of the

Roman peristyle. View from the north.

12 See above n. 361.

Keramopoullos noted ‘walls with foundations
1.25 m higher than the stylobate of the stoa
and large storage jars that still contained black
deposits at the bottom’. Their significant dis-
tance from the church makes it improbable
that these buildings should be identified with
monastic buildings (Fig. 86).

The two columns in situ represent visible fea-
tures from antiquity and would have served as
a point of reference in the medieval city."” They
appear in architectural plans dating to after the
War of Independence, partially filled in with
deposit." Although limited in extent, the exca-
vation by Keramopoullos'* exposed the two col-
umns to their full height as well as the bases and
parts of the columns of others, and the stylobate,
which curves eastward, showing that it was the
peristyle of a stoa with a re-entrant angle. 1

The two extant columns are made of Hymettian

marble (4.55 m in height with a maximum diameter

13 Bendtsen, Sketches, 119, fig. 69, 374 (drawing by H. C. Stilling); Kristensen, A0iva, 159, fig. 184.

14 A. Keramopoullos, ABNv@V g0pfiuota, ArchEph 50 (1911) 259-261.

15 The excavation was extended to Galanou Street and uncovered two more columns. See P. Vasilopoulou, ArchDelt 37 [1982]
B’, 20). See also G.C.R. Schmalz, The Athenian Prytaneion Discovered?, Hesperia 75 (2006) 33-81; R. Di Cesare, I resti
Archeologici ai piedi Orientali dell” Acropoli, ASAtene 87 (2009) 805-822.
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Figure 86 Hagia Aikaterine. General plan of the open space in front of the church.

of 0.577 m), while the marble of their Ionian capitals is Pentelic. They supported in situ one of the
epistyles (2.60 m in length) with three fasciac. Three beam sockets on the back of the architectural
elements indicate that the facade of the stoa faced the east and the back wall the west, that is, towards
the modern street. In other words, the two standing columns belonged to a large interior peristyle
or atrium whose dimensions will be made clear once the excavation is complete. Two excavations on

16 Lysikratous Street'® and 17 Galanou Street'” revealed remains of buﬂdings thought to have been
related to the peristyle complex.

16 1.Threpsiadis, Avackagukai Epgvvotl ATtk kai Bowwtiog, ArchEph 112 (1973), Appendix 62 n. 1.

17 Karagiorga (1979) 32. On the 6 Galanou plotand 15 Lysikratous Street. Later in the same street was found a second stylobate
with two piers. (Vasilopoulou, op. cit.) Drawings of the findings were not published.
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Acropolis. Parthenon

Any investigation of the form and function of the Parthenon in the Middle Byzantine period
must start with a brief overview of the monument’s condition in the immediately preceding
period. I have already discussed at some length the outside appearance of the building as an
ancient monument in its medieval context, so here I will summarize our information and
related bibliography, starting with the great fire that marked the beginning of the building’s
general degradation.

It is supposed, but cannot be proved, that the fire occurred as part of the attack by Heruli in
267" or by Alaric’s Visigoths in 396. It is also supposed that the monument was radically restored,”
given a new roof and put back into service under Julian, after nearly 100 years, or in the early
fifth century. When exactly the temple became a place of Christian worship remains unknown,
and various solutions to the problem have been offered.” What is certain is that the Parthenon was
converted into a three-aisled basilica with a wooden roof,* but without an elevated central aisle,
and that an entrance was made at the west end, the rear section of the cella transformed into a
narthex, a semicircular sanctuary apse was added, the intercolumniation of the peristyle was filled
in to create an open-air passageway around the basilica, and a baptistery was built in the narthex.
The deliberate destruction of a large part of the sculptural decoration of the metopes on three sides
of the monument and many of the pedimental sculptures on the east end had already caused major
alteration to the building and was probably the work of the Christianized Visigoths, perpetrated
on the occasion of the conflagration. The claim that the church was originally dedicated to Holy
Wisdom, as Hagia Sophia,5 is unsupported conjecture. And we lack secure answers to other ques-
tions as well. The promotion of the bishopric of Athens to an archbishopric occurred before 841,°
and it was elevated to a metropolitan see before 851.” But we do not know whether the Parthenon
was the seat of the metropolis, or whether it was dedicated to the Theotokos and developed into
a pilgrimage site. I will return to these matters below.

In the context of the Parthenon restoration work, Korres® undertook from 1975 a series
of investigations of the pavements (Fig. 87), superstructure and unincorporated marble archi-

tectural members which can be added to earlier studies by Michaelis, Deichmann, Orlandos,

1 L Travlos, 'H mupmdéinoig tod [Mapbevdvog vmd tdv Epoddmv kai 1 €miokevs) Tov Katd 100G ¥povovs Tod
avTokpdtopog Toviiavod, ArchEph 112 (1973) 218-236; idem, Dictionary, 444. A. Frantz supported the opinion that the
temple was burnt by the Visigoths of Alaric. See A. Frantz, Did Julian the Apostate rebuild the Parthenon?, 4J4 83 (1979)
395-401.

According to Travlos and Frantz, respectively.

A. Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity in the temples of Athens, DOP 19 (1965) 187-205; Travlos, AOfjvat, 712; Pallas,
Metépaon, 39, 40; C. Mango, The Conversion of the Parthenon into a Church, The Tiibingen Theosophy, DChAE 18 (1995)
201-203; Kaldellis (2009) 23 ff.

The coffered slabs of the marble ceiling were destroyed by the fire perhaps except for those of the west side of the peristasis.
Based on a now destroyed inscription, published by Pittakis (Anc. Ath., 387).

Orlandos and Vranousis, 35.

w N

~N N B

The inscription of the Hagioi Anargyroi in Amarousion, of the year 851, gives the name of Niketas, metropolitan of Athens
(Orlandos, EMME, A2 [1929] 201).
Korres, [TapOevavag, 145, fig. 10. Plan of the cella during the Middle Byzantine period.

[}
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Figure 87 The cella of the Parthenon as a Christian church. Drawing by M. Korres. (The numbers on the plan are
explained in Korres 1984, p. 145, Fig. 10.)

Travlos and others.” Together their work
provides us with a complete picture of
the medieval church despite the exten-
sive damage the building had previously
suffered.

Three graves were made in the narthex
and another in the north wing where the
porous stone substructure was removed."
In the Middle Byzantine period, the Early
Christian apse in the sanctuary was replaced

by a new, wider apse11 that partially encom-
passed two of the columns belonging to
Figure 88 The Parthenon. The pronaos and the bema apse
during the Middle Byzantine period, restored.

apse was widened by destroying the pilas- Drawing by M. Korres.

the eastern interior side of the prostasis. The

ters of the ancient east entrance as well as
the entablature they upheld. According to Korres, the grand east entrance had been repaired
after the fire, which means that the Parthenon continued to function as a temple of Athena

after this repair. The external three-sided Middle Byzantine apse (Fig. 88) had large double-light

9 SeealsoA. Norré, Parthenon; R. Ousterhout, Bestride the very peak of heaven, The Parthenon after antiquity, in J. Neils (ed.),
The Parthenon from Antiquity to the Present (Cambridge 2005) 293 ff.; M. Pavan, L’avventura del Parthenone, Un monumento nella
storia (Firenze 1983) 37-52; Bouras, Naodouia, 32-33; A. Orlandos, H dpyitextovikiy tov IapOevisvog, B’ (Athens
1977) 341-342, with extensive bibliography.

10 On the graves, see above in the relevant chapter and Korres, Tapbevarvag, 145.
11 Tbid., 145, fig. 11.
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windows on its three sides,'” two small

>

reservoirs on either side and was high
enough to require the dismantling of
the middle part of the prostasis entabla-
ture and the corresponding architrave
and its antithemata.” The window was
reconstructed to the north of the conch in
symmetrical alignment with the ancient
window on the south, and stairs were
built to allow access to the gallery above

the side aisles of the nave. Three win-

dows were opened in both of the long

Figure 89 The medieval Parthenon. Part of the roof and the sidewalls just below the ceiling and in

wind.ows over the entablature. Reconstructive pOSitiOl’lS where the ancient cornices and

drawing by M. Korres. . . .

parts of the continuous Ionic frieze and

its backers had been removed (Fig, 89)."

Since these windows opened onto the gallery over the side aisles, we can be certain that the

nave of the basilica would have been almost lightless. The translucent marble plaques that

impressed Spon and Wheler would probably have been the pierced window slabs of the three

double-light windows of the bema conch, by analogy with those they saw at the Hosios Loukas
monastery." It is unknown when the side entrances to the narthex were opened.

In the plan of the west pediment drawn by J. Carrey,'® there appears behind the sculp-
tures an arched opening or brick niche that is thought to have been related to a Byzantine
construction of unknown function, built over the west pteron."” A small structure supported
on the ancient beams'® and intervening vaults can be seen in the drawings by Gell" and oth-
ers, but the dense mass of the backers of the pediment’s tympanum excludes its correlation
with the arch in the fagade. The suggestion by Xyngopoulos™ that there were galleries above
the pronaos and narthex,”" in other words above the western section of the ancient temple,”

cannot be verified.

12 Based on measurements, old photographs and the study of scattered architectural members, M. Korres presented a drawing
of the restored bema conch in Korre, [TopOevav. (1989) 48-52, fig. 24.

13 Foraview from southeast of the medieval Parthenon, restored by Korres and published many times, see Korres, IlapOevavag,
147, fig. 13. The part of the ancient frieze depicting the offering of the peplos to the goddess is at the British Museum.

14 Korres, [TapBevavag, 146, fig. 12.

15 R. Schultz and S. Barnsley, The Monastery of Saint Luke of Stiris in Phocis (London 1901) 25 n. 1.

16 Th. Bowie and D.Thimme (eds.), The Carrey Drawings of the Parthenon Sculptures (Bloomington 1971) 32.

17 Korres, [TapOevavag, 148 n. 65, 66.

18 Restored drawing by Korres. B. Holtzmann, I'Acropole d’Athénes (Paris 2003) 244, fig. 209.

19 Korres, [TapOevav (1989) 143, fig. 23a.

20 A. Xyngopoulos, O pecoimvikdg mopyog tod [apBevdvog, ArchEph 99 (1960) 11-12.

21 See K. Biris, O ITapOeviv doyeddet, Emoyés 26 (1965) 63-64.

22 It is completely unknown how this area was restored after the great fire in the third or fourth century. It is implied in
the reconstructed ground plan by Korres (ITopBevivog, 145, fig. 10) that the four Ionic columns of the western area
were restored and that the wall between the western room and the nave remained in good condition. Travlos, too, implies the

same (Dictionary, 446, fig. 546 y and 456, fig. 576) and conjectures that there were three doors between the two areas at the
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These issues are related to the square tower
(Fig. 90) that was erected in the opisthonaos. It seems
that a significant part of the tower, with its internal
spiral staircase made of brick, rose above the roof.”
According to Korres, the tower was constructed
largely with marble reused from the Philopappos
monument, the Propylaia and other monuments
recut for use here.”* There is a pronounced likeness
between this tower and that found at the Daphni
Monastery.” Opinions vary as to its use and date.
Was it a watchtower, bell tower™ or staircase lead-

ing to the galleries?27

It seems more likely that it was
a bell tower, a feature shown by recent research to
have been not unusual in large Middle Byzantine
churches. Its dating to before 1204 is supported
by the existence of wall paintings™ that were once
preserved on the tower’s north side; but there are
opposing views that date the tower to the period of
Frankish rule,” after the visit of Cyriac of Ancona,
in 1436 or 1444, who is supposed to have seen the
Philopappos monument (which was quarried for the
tower’s construction) intact. In any case, the politi-
cal and economic climate of the duchy of Athens
between 1436 and 1456 would hardly have favored
expensive building projects on the Acropolis, and the
existence of wall paintings on the tower’s north side
speaks in favor of a date before 1204.

The tower obstructed the small entrance

between the opisthodomos and the church narthex,

Figure 90 Plan and section of the mediaeval stair
tower of the Parthenon.

and this entrance was the main entrance, rather than a secondary one, in the Middle Byzantine

period. It seems logical to accept that the enormous ancient entrance, measuring 5 meters

gallery level. That the ancient wall was preserved after the fire that occurred on cither side of it is demonstrated, according
to Korres, by the way in which the part of the temple to the west of the wall was ruined during the explosion of 1687. In
any case, the drawings of the nave before the destruction show that the saddleback roof over this section (the narthex) was
significantly lower than that of the main nave. It should be noted that according to Spon’s testimony in 1675, the Ottomans
had recently constructed a heavy masonry pier in the narthex, possibly to support the roof. There is no known evidence for

what sort of roof it was. For the reconstruction, see Korres, op. cit., 146, fig. 12.

23 In the fifteenth century a minaret was constructed over the Byzantine tower.

24 Korres, I[TapOevivag, 148 n. 63—64; idem in R. Economakis (ed.), Acropolis Restoration (London 1994) 49.

25 G. Millet, Le monastére de Daphni (Paris 1899) 50, fig. 24, pl. IV.1.

26 Ch. Barla, Mopoi kai é5élicig tayv foloavividy kwdwvootaciowv (Athens 1959) 11, fig. 12,27 n. 2.

27 Xyngopoulos, O peconmvikdg mopyog, op. cit., 11-12.

28 Ibid., 14. See also Norré, Parthenon, 112; A. Xyngopoulos, ITapBevivog Bulovtvai totxoypagion, ArchEph 59 (1920) 36-53.
29 Korres, [TopBevavag, 49, 177. See also Stikas, OpAdvdog 6 avacTAotig, 413, fig. 15. According to Korres (Report, 1988),

the stairs of the tower led up to the level of the coffered slabs of the opisthonaos. See also Tanoulas, [IpomdAaia, 296 n. 42, 43.

149



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

in width and almost 10 in height, was not in use in the medieval period and had been walled
up,”® while there are serious indications that access to the basilica interior was through the
small entrance to the right of the ancient doorway, although we do not know when the smaller
entrance was opened. In fact, in this position the ancient krepidoma was recut in order to create
steps, and a new structure, traces of which survive,’' may have formed a sort of wind bar-
rier in front of the entrance. That this spot was in frequent use is demonstrated’” by the fact
that most of the medieval graffiti are found here, on the immediately adjacent columns.” No
information exists about the marble door frames of the three entrances in the facade.**

Inside, the ambo with two sets of stairs was supported on colonnettes® and belongs to the
period when the Early Christian ambo had fallen out of use. The parabemata, whose pavements
are lower than that of the bema pavement, had their own holy altars and may have been used as
chapels. We cannot exclude that there were masonry niches built into their east ends. The holy
altar in the bema had a ciborium with four columns’® and may have been mentioned by Spon and
Wheler’” when they noted four Corinthian columns of porphyry.*

Unfortunately, all the marble furnishings in the Parthenon from the Middle Byzantine period
(icon screen, door frames, throne, synthronon, window colonnettes) were destroyed, and it is not
possible to determine which of the many Middle Byzantine architectural members that were found
on the Acropolis” and moved to the Byzantine Museum originated in the basilica. An archival
document from the last quarter of the sixteenth century*” mentions other precious marbles from
funerary monuments and architectural members that still existed at that time in the Parthenon.

At least eleven®' fragments of an inscribed, curved epistyle*” (Fig. 91) that can be dated by
the letter forms to the twelfth century have been found on the Acropolis, and six have been

30 Itis possible that a small door was opened in the wall. It is not clear whether the door mentioned by Evliya was in the west
wall or between the narthex and the nave.

3

Xyngopoulos, O ugcaimvikdg Topyog, op. cit., 1, 5, fig. 4. It is possible that the huge central door of the Parthenon was

opened again in the thirteenth century. We cannot exclude Pallas’s hypothesis that a problematic architectural member, now

in the Byzantine Museum (D. Pallas, AvéyAv@og 6tiin tod Bulavtivod Movceiov ABnvav, ArchEph 92-93 [1953/54]

I, 267-299), was the mullion of the gate of the Frankish Parthenon.

32 On the columns no. 6, 51 and 52 (of the Orlandos and Vranousis enumeration) are found graffiti nos. 37, 21 and 33, respec-
tively.

33 Korres, [lapBevivag, 149, fig. 14.

34 In view of the traces on the marble pavement, Korres believes that the doors had marble frames, as was usual in Byzantine

[}

churches.
35 Korres, [TapBevivag, 149, fig. 14.
36 Lambros, A60ijvai, 39.
37 ]. Spon, Toyage, op. cit., 155.
3
39 Like the excellent quality door frame no. T.153 of the twelfth century. M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, Torta tod Bulovtivod
Movoeiov (Athens 1999) 164-165. See also Kokkou, Mépyuva, 169, fig. 70.
40 According to a report by Machiel Kiel, who is preparing the publication of the document, a decree of Sultan Murat III. If the

[

[}

Or of jasper, according to Niccolo da Martoni (1395). See J. M. Paton, Mediaeval and Renaissance visitors in Greek Lands (Princeton 1951).

order to send the columns to Constantinople was not executed, it may concern the members seen at a late date by Spon and
Wheler inside the church. See Orlandos, op. cit., 341.
41 Six on the Acropolis and five in the Byzantine Muscum of Athens.

42 The relatively small diameter of the epistyle (or cornice) excludes the opinion that it was part of a decorative string course

inside the bema conch (Bouras, Naodouica, 32). Two of the fragments are straight and not circular. This makes the problem
of restoration more difficult. See also Kaldellis (2009) 29, fig. 7.
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Figure 91 Six fragments of a marble string course with a twelfth-century inscription. (Phot. S. Mavrommatis and
P. Koufopoulos.)

frequently published.*’ However, the meaning of the inscription remains unclear and does not
seem to relate to individuals* or objects. Pallas* identified the fragments as a sort of uncov-
ered ciborium that stood on top of the so-called ‘Parthenon phiale’, and this interpretation has
been widely accepted.*® The basin or font mentioned by Spon, Evliya and Babin in the exon-
arthex was destroyed. And we possess no signs of such a completely irregular*’” and unusual
architectural solution, just as nothing indicates that these fragments actually originated in
the Parthenon.

We know about the wall paintings in the Parthenon thanks to copies commissioned by the
marquis of Bute in 1885 and drawings by A. Xyngopoulos, as well as a few photographs. Today
only dim traces can be seen.*” All the copies were made of paintings in the opisthodomos, which
in the medieval period was used as the narthex, and from the opisthonaos, or rear inner porch,
which may have been partially open-air and served as an exonarthex. Nothing is preserved
from the paintings in the main body of the church.

All scholars who have studied the Parthenon wall paintings, with the exception of A.
Xyngopoulos,* agree that they belong to different periods. The best section of the paintings
that were preserved until 1885 was on the north wall of the narthex and consisted of

43 G. Sotiriou, Mvnuela Xprotiovik@dv AOnvev, EMMEA’ (1927) 41, fig. 24 B; Pallas, ®1dAn, 20-23, fig. 1-3; G. Sotiriou,
Oonyoe, 25, no. 12—13; M Sklavou-Mavroidi, / Avmzd, op. cit., 178, no. 246.

44 On one fragment of the epistyle (or cornice) (Ch. Bouras and P. Tournikiotis [eds.], The Parthenon and Its Impact in Modern Times
[Athens 1994] 318, fig. 11), we have part of the inscription with the words [IPOEAPOX M(E)®QNHZX. The mention of a
bishop of Methone is not explicable. Four more fragments of the same member were found during the last 15 years on the
Acropolis by M. Korres. But the letters on them do not permit a better reading of the inscription. We read 1) ANTEX AM,
2) (E)PI'ON ME, 3) PO, 4) OCO.

45 Pallas, @1dAn; and Kaldellis (2009) 151-152.

46 Korres, ITapOevivag; M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, [ Avwzd, op. cit., 178.

47 Confined between the columns and the west wall of the cella. See Pallas, ®16An, 28, fig. 5; Kaldellis (2009) 152, fig. 25.

48 Middle Byzantine phialae found in monasteries are octogonal in plan and have a dome supported by arches between the
columns. See Orlandos, Movaagtnpiaxi, 110 ff.

49 The attempt to preserve the paintings (March 1913) failed. See Ph. Mallouchou-Tufano, H avastiiwon twv apyaicmv
wvnueiowv oty EAAdoo (Athens 1998) 176, n. 483.

50 A. Xyngopoulos, [TapOevdvog Bulavtivi| Totyoypogia, ArchEph 59 (1920) 36-51. Based on a verse by Michael Choniates
he tried to date all the paintings to the end of the twelfth century.

@
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over-life-size, full-length, frontal depictions of saints, hierarchs in the two upper registers®
and female saints in the lower, separated by a painted decorative band that imitates a dentil
course.”” This composition belongs to a single iconographic type and can be placed with cer-
tainty in the Middle Byzantine period. According to Westlake, the outlining of the figures in
red was preserved. The paintings had been applied directly to the smooth marble surface of
the ancient wall in order to show off the quality of the marble. According to Xyngopoulos, the
technique used was the same applied in the painting of portable icons with egg tempera, using
a variety of colors, all of which later disappeared except for the red.” The stability of the red
pigment on the smooth Pentelic marble surface remains problematic, however, since it was
almost entirely nonporous.

It is worthy of note that the artist took into consideration the joining system of the ancient
ashlar masonry and painted each figure on a series of four blocks rising above the orthostat (at a
height of 4 X 0.525 = 2.10 meters), thereby enhancing the saints” monumental stature. On sty-
listic grounds, the representation of the Second Coming in the exonarthex and the tower clearly
belong to a later period, but not after 1205 when the Orthodox were expelled from the church.

The position of the hierarchs in the narthex can be accounted for, on the one hand, by the
fact that the colonnades in the main body of the church did not accommodate wall painting in
the central nave> and, on the other hand, by the eleventh-century indifference to the place-
ment of the hierarchs> within the space of the church. The overall iconographical program
followed that of a basilical plan without a dome that would have offered large, flat surfaces* or
of a large domed plan®” that would have had space for full length, frontally disposed saints in
rows. Another problem related to the iconography emerges if we accept Korres’s view that
the northwest corner of the narthex was transformed into a baptistery. In that case, we would
expect to have found there the relevant iconography associated with baptism.*

The wall paintings in the narthex, now lost, impressed those who recorded having seen
them, notably, N. Westlake,*” O. M. Dalton®' and S. Lambros.® In all likelihood, the paintings

51 A. Xyngopoulos (ibid.) supposed that some of the figures were parts of a Deesis and that among the female saints he recog-
nized the Virgin. Given that the paintings were a limited part of a greater program as well as that they were in a very bad state
of preservation, we can consider these suppositions rather doubtful.

52 A similar decorative band existed on the south wall. Idem, 39.

53 Tbid., 27.

54 The colonnades were in two rows reaching the height of the wooden roof. In other words, there was no empty surface above
them that was suitable for paintings.

55 M. Chatzidakis, Bulavtivég Totyoypapieg 6tov Qpwmd, DCAAE 1 (1959) 92-95.

56 The most impressive examples are in Sicily: the twelfth-century church in Cefalt and the Capella Palatina in Palermo. See
O. Demus, The Mosaics of Norman Sicily (New York 1988) 202-205. Byzantine longitudinal programmes, fig. 7, 23, 24.

57 Like those in Martorana (ibid., fig. 51, 52) as well as in Hagia Sophia of Kiev (V. Lasarev, Storia della pittura bizantina [Torino
1967], 153, fig. 176).

58 M. Korres, Zoppoi oty pedétm tod Xprotovikod [apbevivog, Sov Zoumdaiov tijc Xpiotiovikijc Apyaioloyikiic
Eraupeiag (1985) 36-37.

59 N. Chatzidaki, Octog Aovkdg (Athens 1996) 65, 66, fig. 61-65.

60 N.Westlake (Paintings, 175) suggested that the technique was similar to that applied in some paintings in Pompei.

6

=

O. M. Dalton, Byzantine Art and Archaeology (London 1911) 291-292 ‘possessing repose and dignity . . . perhaps of the elev-
enth century . . .

62 Sp. Lambros (in A0ijvaz, 40) compared the wall paintings with ‘. . . the best works of the flourishing Italian art . . ..
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Figure 92 Wall paintings in the narthex of the medieval Par-

thenon. Drawing by N.H.G. Westlake (1888) with

a few additions.

were probably difficult to see in the
medieval period on account of the almost
total darkness that engulfed the Parthe-
non interior in this phase of its architec-
tural development.®

Two texts penned by two bishops refer
to work undertaken in the Parthenon in
the twelfth century. The first is the funeral
oration for Nikolaos Hagiotheodorites
(1166—1175) delivered by one of his
nephews,* in which he declares that ‘you
enhanced the metropolis of Athens . . .
you built churches both small and large’
and ‘you made [the Parthenon] flash with
much gold” The second text is a small
poem by Michael Choniates®® addressed
to the Theotokos in which he writes, ‘1
beautified your church . . . bringing pre-
cious furnishings and vessels.’

Clearly Nikolaos Hagiotheodorites made
serious structural repairs or additions to
the Parthenon and, quite naturally, the
archaeologically attested Middle Byzan-
tine works found at the great monument
have been attributed to him.®® But the

faint traces of this work cannot be dated on technical grounds to the decade between 1166

and 1175.To the contrary, if the reconstructions made by Korres are correct, the double-light

windows on the three sides of the bema apse would lead us to comparisons with considerably

older monuments.®” As for Choniates, he clearly refers to furnishings and liturgical imple-

ments. The wall paintings (Fig. 92) have also been attributed to Choniates,* but what remains

63 The absence of light inside the nave was noted especially by J. Spon, who visited the monument before the destruction. He com-

65

66
67

68

mented on the same problem in other ancient buildings as well, observing that what little light penctrated the Parthenon interior

derived from the window in the sanctuary apse, Spon, Joyage, I, 152—154. The wooden floor of the women’s gallery obviously

blocked the light coming in from the three windows that had been opened on either side at the height of the ancient frieze.
64 ]. Darrouzcs, Notes sur Euthyme Tornikes, Euthyme Malakes et George Tornikes, REB 23 (1965) 154-162.
A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, Xtix01 1pdg v ®@£0ToKO0V . . . &K T0D Kdd1K0G Todvvov Tod Mesonotauitov, Apuovia

I (1902) 284 ff.

Pallas, @160, 30-31; Korres, [apOevavag, 148 n. 78; Gregorovius, Geschichte 1, 204 ff.; Norr¢, Parthenon, 217.

As for instance the katholikon of Hosios Loukas (Schultz and Barnsley, pl. 2, 9), the Hagioi Theodoroi of Athens (EMME, 73,
fig. 62) and Hagios Demetrios of Varasova (A. Orlandos, ABMEA’ (1935) 107, fig. 2, 3).

On the wall paintings of the Parthenon, sce Westlake, Paintings, and Xyngopoulos, Ilap@ev@vog, op. cit.; A. Cutler, The
Christian wall paintings in the Parthenon, DChAE 17 (1993-1994) 171—180; Kaldellis (2009) 151, 153, fig. 27-29; N.
Chatzidaki, ¥nedotd kai toyoypapieg otig Pulavtvég kai uetapolovivég ékkineies thg AdfMvag in A0jvar,

248-249; G. Sotiriou in EMME 1 (1927) 39-40.
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of the paintings can be dated to the eleventh century. As for the mosaic thought to have adorned
the sanctuary apse,® this clearly did belong to the Middle Byzantine period if it is what Spon
and Wheler saw in some vault,” since the only vault in the wooden-roofed basilica would have
been the semidome of the restored sanctuary.

Because the Parthenon was a pilgrimage site that drew visitors from beyond the local area,
the building housed various costly dedications, including the imperial gifts from Emperor
Basil II, the golden dove that Michael Choniates dedicated above the holy altar,” holy relics”
and icons. It might also have housed Choniates’s library,” which was dissolved with the arrival
of the Latins.™

The graffiti on the Parthenon columns present precious material for the history of both the
monument and also the city of Athens from the sixth to the fifteenth century. We are fortunate
to possess a full edition of the graffiti by Orlandos and Vranousis” that includes facsimiles,
transcriptions, notes and indices. To the old publications of the 102 graffiti by Pittakis’ and
Antonin,”” which was reprinted with many corrections, they added 130 originals that, accord-
ing to Orlandos, ‘demonstrate continuous and unbroken historical life’. We will return to the
content of the Parthenon graffiti later, in the chapter dedicated to the historical interpretation
of the Middle Byzantine monuments.

69 Tesserae from the Parthenon are kept in the British Museum. See M. Beard, The Parthenon (London 2002) 59—60; A. Orlan-
dos, H dpyrextoviki) tob TapOevivog, B’ (Athens 1977) 341-342, A. Cutler, op. cit., 173 n. 20.

70 ]. Spon, Toyage, op. cit., 158.

71 Lambros, Xovidtng, A’ 325, B’ 531.

72 For the cupboards used to store liturgical utensils and relics, see Korres, TapBevavag, n. 75, 110. Reference to the relics

—

was made by Niccolo da Martoni.

73 S. Lambros, ITepi tiig BipAoOnKng 100 untpomoritov AOnvdv Miyomk Akoutvdtov, Miktol oelides (Athens 1905)
407-415.

74 Lambros, Xwvidng, B', 254, 631, 295, 641. Correspondence about a missing book that was found and returned.

75 Orlandos and Vranousis; Kaldellis (2009) 74-80.

76 K. Pittakis, ArchEph 9 (1853) leaflet 32 and ArchEph 12 (1856) leaflet 43, 1435—1441.

77 Antonin (1874) 40-76,n. 1-102.
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Acropolis. Propylaia. Chapels

In the Propylaia of the Acropolis, there were two medieval monuments dedicated to Christian
worship, but their names are unknown to us today.

Taking his cue from some traces of wall painting, Pittakis' formulated the view that a church
dedicated to the Taxiarchs (‘Archangels’), stood in the central hall of the Propylaia. The
absence of other elements and the removal of all remains of the building make it impossible
to verify this conjecture today. Sotiriou’ believed that the church of the Taxiarchs was located
in the Pinakothcke, another hypothesis without material proof. Finally, Travlos® argued that
the church was located in the south wing of the Propylaia, based on traces of an altar in front
of the east wall. This suggestion was also adopted by Tanoulas.* The basic fact remains that we
know neither the architectural form nor the date of construction for this church.

By contrast, we possess detailed plans’ for the medieval chapel (Fig. 93, 94) that once
stood in the re-entrant corner between the Pinakotheke and the main building, and above the
previously mentioned Justinianic cistern that was built in the Propylaia.® Both Travlos’ and
Tanoulas® consider the church was constructed in the time of the Latin Duchy, which allows
them to identify it with the above-mentioned chapel of St Bartholomew.

The chapel was leveled, but even before its destruction the building did not preserve its
roof, which must have been either vaulted or wooden.” All the morphological elements attest
a twelfth-century date of construction,' while there is no trace of Gothic architectural style,
as was employed by the dukes of Athens to roof the neighboring Pinakotheke. Above the north
entrance of the chapel there was an epistyle of a marble templon reused as a lintel. Unfortu-
nately, the remaining depictions'' of the monument before its destruction offer no further
information about its form.

K. Pittakis, ArchEph 9 (1853) leaflet 33, 838 and ArchEph 14 (1858) leaflet 50, 1810.

G. Sotiriou, Apyaio pvnpeia petatpanévia eig EKkKAnoiog, EMME 1,A” (1927) 45, 47.

Travlos, [loAcodopukij, 138 n. 3.

Tanoulas, [Ipormdiaua, 20, 214, fig. 258.

M. Beule, IAcropole d’ Athénes (Paris 1862) pl. 2 (plan); Paris, Rome, Athénes (Paris 1982) 204-210, drawings by L.F. Boite
(1864) fig. 1, 3,4 and 10.

See above p. 35 and Bouras, Naodopia, 33-35.

Travlos, [loAeodouuki, 138.

Tanoulas, [Ipordiaia, 294, 295, 305.

The high placement of the two arched double windows on the south wall makes it possible that the chapel was covered by a

G W N =
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wooden pitched roof.

10 Bouras, Naodopia, 33-35. The two drawings by L. F. Boitte are now in the archives of the Ecole Nationale Supérieure des
Beaux Arts. The high stepped platform and the articulation of the marbles in the three-sided apse are similar to what was
found at the Gorgoepekoos.

Republished by T. Tanoulas (Hansen, fig. 72; Desbuisson, fig. 83; Labouteux, fig. 87; Winstrup, fig. 90; Boitte, fig. 96).
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Figure 93 Propylaia. Byzantine chapel. East—west section. Drawing by Fr. Boitte. Paris, Ecole nationale supérieure

des Beaux Arts.
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Figure 94 Propylaia. Byzantine chapel. East face. Drawing by Fr. Boitte. Paris, Ecole nationale supérieure des Beaux Arts.
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Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri Square

The church of the Hagioi Anargyroi (Fig. 95), located in what is known to old Athenians as
Psyrri Square, may have been the last victim of the senseless destruction of Byzantine monu-
ments in Athens for utilitarian purposes. The damage was inflicted on the Hagioi Anargyroi in
1908, and events surrounding it are quite well known both from the lively protests on the part
of private individuals' and subsequently the Christian Archaeological Society.

The church was not razed, but extensions to both its width and length, followed by defor-
mations in the form of plasterwork and auxiliary constructions in the interior and outside,
were sufficient to disguise the building still today as a modern church. What is completely
inexplicable is the fact that no descriptions or drawings of the Hagioi Anargyroi were made
before the gross interventions were committed, with the lone exception of the well-known
drawing by Stademann.” This may be attributable to the fact that the church was located at
a considerable distance from the city’s classical monuments and the masonry may have been
covered by plasterwork.

The arduous effort to reconstruct the monument’s appearance’ must be based on whatever
remains from the Byzantine church in the structure we find today, as well as Stademann’s drawing,
More recent publications are almost useless aids in this endeavor.*

In the process of widening the church, apparently all that remained was the dome with the three
vaults of the cross-arms, as well as the bema with its exterior semi-hexagonal apse and the parabemata
apses (Fig. 96). The four columns of the tetrakamaron were made thicker by the use of plaster and were
bestowed with new gilded Corinthian capitals, also made of plaster. The column bases are not visible,
but may survive beneath the modern pavement. The proportions of today’s columns (measuring
66 cm in diameter) are low and very poor indeed.

The great thickness (1.30 m) of the wall between the bema and the parabemata and the great
height of the opening between them (3.17 m from the current pavement) indicate that the parabe-
mata were demolished in order to accommodate this widening and their vaults were replaced
with sloping concrete slabs. The difference of elevation between the bema and the parabemata is
approximately 20 centimeters. It appears that the massive piers with chamfered corners rise
from what were formerly the foundations of the west wall of the naos. Imitations of the pilasters
with arches and gables that had once existed in the exterior walls of the Byzantine church were
also added to the new sidewalls. The entire church exterior is covered with hard, cement plaster.
The windows of the sanctuary apses are not visible, and the dome has been partially altered.

There is no marble decoration. It was either destroyed or never existed.

1 K. Boukis in the newspaper A8/jvar, 31 May and 7 June 1908. G. Lambakis, I'eviki} Zuvérevoig tiig XploTiovikiig
Apyaroroyikiic Erarpeiog, DChAE 9 (1910) 100-101. Lambakis accused the ephor of antiquities, A. Adamantiou, of dis-
figuring the church.

2 R. Baumstark (ed.), Das Neue Hellas (Miinchen 2000) 473, no 328.View of the “Theseion’ from the Psyrri Square. Part of this
drawing, including the church of the Hagioi Anargyroi, was used as a vignette in the well-known Panorama von Athen (Miinchen
1841). The drawing was made in 1835.

3 Given that the church was not published, its commentary here is longer than the usual.

4 K. Biris, i éxxinoion t@dv maloaddv AOnvédy (Athens 1940) 19; Xyngopoulos, Mvnuela ABnvav, 94, fig. 104; Mommsen,
Athenae, no. 160.
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Figure 95 Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri Square. View from northeast. Engraving by F. Stademann (1835).

Figure 96 Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri Square. Actual
state. Plan and east—west section.

5 Given that he used a camera obscura.

Stademann’s highly detailed drawving5 pro-
vides us with a considerable amount of infor-
mation about the church. The three-sided apses
of the bema and parabemata were not separated
by a section of wall. This verifies that the three
apses remained as they were during the altera-
tions made in 1908. The section of the eastern
wall that extended to the north of the pro-
thesis is thought to have been approximately
20 centimeters long. The bema apse had large
single-lobed windows, one on each side. The
side windows were walled in, then and now.
No windows were visible in the parabemata
apses, perhaps because these too were walled
in. The roof of the eastern cross-arm had a step,
as was the usual practice in complex cross-in-
square type churches, and in its cast corner the
roof of the cross-arm nearly joined the roof of
the bema apse.

In the north cross-arm (possibly also in
the south) a large arch was formed by a small
recess in the wall with a corresponding vaulted
structure in the surface of the adjacent walls. A
large double-light window was opened in the
arch, well beneath the point whence the arch
sprang. It is not clear whether it reached as far
down as the pavement, or what form the axial

support took.
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The roofs belonged to the type common to
cross-in-square churches and were covered in f ﬁ\:
ceramic tiles. The eight-sided dome had large Ha || N ?

single-light windows in its flat surfaces, four of

which were open and four walled in, while the
dome’s pyramidal roof terminated in a horizontal
cornice with a perimetric step that formed the
so-called diplotholion.

There was no narthex at the west end. The

north side of the northwest corner bay seems
to have been significantly shorter in length than
that on the east side. The corner bays did not
have windows.

It has already been noted that the dome and
the tetrakamaron retained their original dimen-
sions and form the basis of the reconstructive

drawing of the Hagioi Anagyroi (Fig. 97). The

original position of the sidewalls is clearly shown.

If, as is usually the case, the main axis of the
parabemata and their apses was maintained, the Figure 97 Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri Square. Restored
corner bays would have had a width of approxi- plan and eastwest section.
mately 1.70 meters, combined with the width of
the exterior east wall of 20 centimeters (beyond
the prothesis apse, according to Stademann’s drawing), giving us a width for the sidewalls of roughly
70 centimeters, which would have been sufficient for a building of this size.

The width of the wall on ecither side of the arch and the size of the large double-
light window on the north cross-arm (and presumably on the south) can be drawn in an
approximate fashion on the basis on the Stademann drawing, as well as the windows of
the bema apse.

The west wall of the Hagioi Anargyroi has disappeared completely, but it seems logical
that the two modern octagonal pillars are supported on its foundations. This would har-
monize with the proportional relations of the width of the cross-arm with the length of
the north wall in Stademann’s drawing. It remains entirely unknown how the two western
corner bays were covered. The perfectly square shape of the bays makes it equally likely
that they should be reconstructed as domical vaults, groin vaults or barrel vaults. It is also
unknown whether there were windows on the facade of the church and, if so, what their
shape was. We are also ignorant of the dimensions of the west entrance. They are repre-
sented at an estimated 1.30 meters in width and 2.50 meters high, approximately, with a
blind arch over the door.

Inside the church, both on its sidewalls and on its west wall, we note pilasters roughly
10 centimeters thick that correspond to the columns.

From the point of view of typology, it is difficult to determine whether the cross-in-square
church belonged to the composite or semi-composite category, given that the walls and domes
of the corner bays and parabemata have been destroyed.
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For the same reasons, uncertainty surrounds the reconstructed ground plan with regard to
the interior pilasters on the sidewalls in the sanctuary. We do not know whether the vaults of
the eastern corner bays differed from those in the parabemata.

The absence of a narthex decreases the likelihood that the monument was the katholikon of
a monastery. According to Philadelpheus,® it was always a parish church.

On account of the difference in length between the east and west vault, the shape of the
naos in the ground plan is not a square. This sets the Hagioi Anargyroi apart from the cross-in-
square churches influenced by the architecture of Constantinople via the church of the Panagia
at Hosios Loukas. The Hagioi Anargyroi belongs to the local tradition, as can be understood
from its architectural forms.

The dome is not ‘Athenian’, but a diplotholion related to that in the church dedicated to the
Prophet Elijah (Profitis Ilias) at the Staropazaro. We find parallels to the windows in the three
sides of the bema apse at Hagios Demetrios of Varasova,” the katholikon at Hosios Loukas® and
the Parthenon.”The arches in the exterior sidewalls preserve their archaic appearance and are
not made independent, with pilasters and pilaster capitals at the base of their arches, as at the
Panagia at Hosios Loukas and the Greck imitations of that church.'” The large, double-light
opening supported by a column that is in turn supported on the pavement has a parallel in the
Soteira Lykodemou'" and the katholikon at Hosios Loukas. '’ There is a total absence of carved
architectural elements, although we cannot exclude the possibility that they once existed and
have been destroyed. Durand’s silence about wall paintings also suggests that there were none,
at least not after the War of Independence.

The monument’s molestation, the lack of excavation or other research, the absence of tile
or sculptural decoration and the total nonexistence of supplementary information'’ make dat-
ing the Hagioi Anargyroi highly problematic. The conclusion that the church does not belong
to the high-quality architectural work of the post-1000 ‘Helladic school’ encourages us to
consider an earlier dating for this anyway hard-to-date church. However, the similarities out-
lined in the foregoing discussion make it more likely the monument should be included among
the churches constructed in Greece around the year 1000.

6 A. Philadelpheus, Totopio t@>v AOnvédv, 1 (Athens 1902) 275.
7 A. Orlandos, O Aytog Anuntpiog Mg BapdocoPag, ABMEA” (1935) 105-120.
8 Schultz and Barnsley, St. Luke, op. cit., 1, 2,9.
9 Korres, [lapOevavag, 145, fig. 11.
10 Bouras, Naodouio, 398-399.
11 Bouras, Soteira, 39.
12 Schultz and Barnsley, St. Luke, pl. 6-9.
13 Sce information of lesser importance about the templon of the church in D. Philippidis, H (w1 kai 6 Epyo tod Abeavipov
Kavtavtoylov (Athens 1995) 310.
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Hagioi Apostoloi sta marmara (The Klepsydra fountain, Acropolis)

The ancient form of the Klepsydra fountain was exhaustively studied just before the Sec-
ond World War by the American School of Classical Studies (Fig. 98).' The original fountain
building from the time of Kimon was destroyed by rock fall and came back into use as a well
that was accessible from the Acropolis after the erection of the Post-Herulian wall. In the
fifth and sixth centuries, the area around the
well was covered by a half-dome extended by
a half barrel vault.” After a period of abandon-
ment, possibly in the tenth century, the system
of water provision returned to use again, and
the oblong space with the vault and half-dome
was converted to a small church dedicated to
the Holy Apostles with wall paintings covering
its interior. The old wellhead occupied the cen-
tral space.’ During the Frankish occupation the
Klepsydra underwent new, radical changes.*
The wall paintings are not preserved. But
they were studied and drawn by Breton in
the mid-nineteenth century.5 The Americans
dated the reuse of the vaulted space with the

well to the tenth century, the same period to

which Breton dated the wall paintings.® Con-
sequently, the old attribution of the church to

the Ottoman period7 cannot be sustained.

The construction of walls and vaults in the
small church, entirely of brick, makes a date to

Figure 98 Hagioi Apostoloi ‘sta marmara’. Plan and
the Middle Byzantine period unlikely. section. (A.W. Parsons, J. Travlos.)

1 A.W. Parsons, Klepsydra and the paved Court of the Pythion, Hesperia 12 (1943) 191 ff. With complete drawings of the suc-
cessive phases of the monument.

2 Ibid., and Travlos, Dictionary, 324331, fig. 426-434; Barkas et al., Kltig, 14-17.

3 Travlos, Dictionary, 331, fig. 433.

4 A.W. Parsons, op. cit., 251.

5 E. Breton, Athénes décrite et dessinée par Ernest Breton (Paris 1862) 182.

6 A.W. Parsons, op. cit., 250-251.

7 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio. AOnvav, 103.
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Hagioi Asomatoi near ‘Theseion’

The church of the Hagioi Asomatoi, located in the area near the ‘Theseion’' (Fig. 99), suf-
fered the same fate as other Athenian churches after the War of Independence. It became
a parish church” and, ostensibly in order to house the local faithful, was extended at first
towards the east and west, and later (1925) to the north and south with improvised and
unaesthetic additions.” In order to make room for the first extension, the three sanctuary
apses were demolished, as well as the narthex and a section of the sidewalls. Thanks to
the significant elevation of the surrounding ground level and the interior pavement of the
church, the foundations and lower parts of the walls survived.

This made it possible for the Directorate of
Restorations to produce in the 1950s a satis-
factory reconstruction of the church’s original
shape as well as an equally respectable scien-
tific account of the interventions that were
made.*The serious opposition that was voiced
at the time® seems to have been unjustified.®

The Hagioi Asomatoi is a relatively small,
simple, domed, cross-in-square church with
anarthex (Fig. 100, 101). From the typologi-
cal point of view, there is nothing remarkable
about it. However, its architectural forms
and decoration are of interest because they
display all the signs of the high-quality Athe-
nian churches of the ecleventh century.” The

dome (Fig. 102) is the typical ‘Athenian’ type

with marble arches and colonnettes at the

corners, the masonry is cloisonne, the arch

Figure 99 Hagioi Asomatoi near the ‘Theseion’. View
of the west door of the narthex is horseshoe from the northeast.

1

bid., 92, fig, 9.

In 1858 the resolution to demolish the church was rejected. See D. Philippidis, H {w#} kai 16 &pyo 100 Aboavipov
Kowvtavt{oylov (Athens 1995) 217 n. 487.

For old photographs prior to the second intervention. See in A. Struck, Athen, 143, fig. 165, and Chatzidakis, A0nva, fig. 56.
Drawings of the church before any destruction and disfiguration that were made thanks to the Byzantine Research Fund
(perhaps by R.W. Schultz) are kept in the British School at Athens. The drawings by A. Couchaud, Choix, 16, pl. VIII, have
evident mistakes.

4 E. Stikas, O vaog 1@V Ayiov Acoudtov Onogiov, DChAE 1 (1959) 115-162; idem, OpAavdog O avootAwg, 494,
fig. 105, 106; A. Orlandos, ATOKATUGTAGELG uvNueioV, EEBE 29 (1959) 524, 530 and 30 (1960) 685; Prake 115 (1960) 343.
K. Biris, 'H évactAwotg tod vood 1dv Acmudtov, Nea Hestia 34 (1950) no. 795, 8 ff. Republished in Mévrwp 9 (1996)
118-129; idem, ITapotnprioeis £nt TG “AvacTnA®cems” 100 Naod tdv Ayiov Acoudtov tdv AInvav, Ocoloyio
31 (1960) 454-460. For refutation of his arguments by E. Stikas, see Néaw Eotia 34 (1950) no. 797, 4 ff.

K. Biris considered as erroneous the restoration of the unified pitched roof over the west part of the church and of its narthex.

(]

w

[

[}

However, the old representations of the monument (B. Barskij, Stranstbobanija, 4, pl. of the “Theseion’, drawing by R.W.
Schultz (see above note 3); R. Baustark, Das Neue Hellas (Miinchen 2000) 509511, fig. 372 (drawing by L. Lange) show that
the restoration was correct.

~

Because of the disfiguration of the church, A.H.S. Megaw did not include the Hagioi Asomatoi in his ‘Chronology’.
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Figure 100 Hagioi Asomatoi near the ‘Theseion’. Plan and ﬂ ﬂ ﬂ

east—west section after the restoration. (E. Stikas.)

—r

Figure 101 Hagioi Asomatoi near the “Theseion’.
North—south section of the main church
and of the narthex, after the restoration.

(E. Stikas.)

in shape8 and the masonry includes crosses
formed of massive ashlars. Possibly because
of the church’s small size, in the north and
south cross-arms the double-light windows

follow the simplest pattern, without a sur-

rounding arch (the arcade type), and the tri-

angular spaces between their arches and the

Figure 102 Hagioi Asomatoi near the ‘Theseion’. The
dome. dentil cornice of the cross-arm (Fig. 103) are

8 E. Stikas, O vadg, op. cit., 119, fig. 3. The diameter of the arch (1.5 m) in relation to the width of the door (1.15 m) makes
certain that it had a horseshoe form.
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filled with small, vertically set Cufic decorative elements.” The four columns of the church

are monoliths without bases,'” spolia from ancient monuments, with Ionic column bases

used as capitals. On the south wall of the narthex a shallow arch is formed, and in front

Figure 103 Hagioi Asomatoi near ‘Theseion’. The south
gable.

of it was a tomb. Shallow arches are also
formed in the main nave at the ends of the
Cross-arms.

Three fragments of clay plaques (Fig. 104)
found in the excavation of the west part of
the church are of special interest.'" They
have composite pseudo-Cufic decoration
and depressions suitable for the application
of white mortar (champlevé technique).
The fragmentary plaques are similar to those
that form a frieze in the Soteira Lykodemou
and Hagioi Theodoroi churches. "?

This similarity leads to a date for the
Hagioi Asomatoi in the first half of the elev-
enth century, which is also compatible with
other morphological elements and construc-

tion style of the church.

Figure 104 Hagioi Asomatoi near ‘Theseion’. Two

fragments of ceramic slabs with Cufesque

decoration.

9 Nikonanos, Al0KOGUNGELS, 348—349, fig. 10; Tsouris, Kepapomdaotikdg didkoaog, 139, 156 n. 515; Velenis, Epunveia,

255, pl. 77 0.

10 E. Stikas, O vaiog, op. cit., 120. The word ‘bases’ is wrongly used to describe the foundations of the columns (pl. 44 A).

11 Idem, 120, pl. 46.

12 Megaw, Chronology, 105-106, Cufic friczes with champleve work.
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Asomatos sta Skalia

Despite its considerable artistic and historical importance, the church of the Asomatos sta Ska-
lia (Fig. 105), as it was known to older generations of Athenians, was destroyed to free up part
of the fagade of the Library of Hadrian, to which the church was attached. The intimate con-
nection between the two monuments and the fact
that they were located in the much-frequented
center of late Ottoman Athens meant that they
were often depicted by artists. And these depic-
tions, together with a few remains still in situ,’
help us to understand this Byzantine church and
even produce an approximate reconstruction.
The two most valuable depictions are by Car-
rey (1674)* and by von Heideck (1830).° The
former provides information about the Byzan-

tine narthex and the south annex before the par-

tial collapse of the Hadrianic propylon, while the

latter, with its precise drawings of morphological

Figure 105 The main fagade of the Library of

Hadrian and the church of Asomatos ‘sta

features, assists us with the date and reconstruc-

tion of the Byzantine monument. Skalia’. Drawing by K.W. von Heideck
(1830). Miinchen, Stadtische Galerie im

It is apparent from von Heideck’s drawing that
Lenbachhaus und Kunstbau.

the main, western facade of the church was not

uniform in its entirety. The ‘Athenian’ dome,

cross-arm and part of the corresponding wall very clearly exhibit the characteristics of high-
quality ecclesiastical architecture from the eleventh or twelfth centuries. By contrast, the
north half of the same facade, with its traces of plaster(?), lack of a cornice and its square
windows, bears witness to work from the Ottoman period. The shape of the sanctuary apse,*
which is semicircular in plan, is not Middle Byzantine, and the section of the wall on the north
side is made of inferior masonry.

The graffiti’ that survived in the church recorded that ‘the Asomatos tou skaliou was built
in the year 1577’, which coincides with the aforementioned Ottoman-period architectural
characteristics. Indeed, it was in this period that the orientation of the church changed, with
the sanctuary apse now facing northwards. In the drawing by Du Moncel (1842),° this Post-

Byzantine section seems to have been already demolished.

1 Mainly of the foundations of the sanctuary’s semicircular apse and of the frescoes which are in situ on the wall of the Library.
Of great help in the restoration of the church as it appears in drawings were the dimensions of the wall, columns and the crepis
of the Library.

2 Th. Bowie and D. Thimme (eds.), The Carrey Drawings of the Parthenon Sculptures (Bloomington 1971) 79, 82, pl. 38, republished
in AOijvai, 222.

3 R. Baumstark (ed.), Das Neue Hellas (Miinchen 2000) 512, no. 374.

4 A. Blouet, Expédition scientifique de Morée, 3 (1829) pl. 93, drawing by A. Ravoisie.

5 K. Zisiou, Xapéyuato entypapicd, AIEE 2 (1885) 23-29; S. Lambros, NE 7 (1910) 179, no. 219.

6 Xyngopoulos, Mvnuegio. AOnvav, 90, fig. 97.
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The fact that this church is no longer
extant and was never studied as an archi-
tectural monument necessitates a more
detailed description of it and justifies the
suggested reconstruction (Fig. 106).

The original Asomatos church was
small, single-aisled and domed, with a
barrel-vaulted extension to the east, a spa-
cious narthex (larger than the main body
of the church, perhaps funerary in charac-
ter) and a vaulted chapel to the south. The
shape of the bema without the semicircular
apse is unknown. In 1577, the north wall
was demolished and extended by means of
avaulted room and an exterior, semicircu-
lar sanctuary apse. This alteration created

a unique ground plan for a domed, cross-

in-square church with vaults extending in
" - it all four directions, two very short and two

long. In the course of the modifications
Figure 106 Hagios Asomatos ‘sta Skalia’. Restored plan

o . the narthex was retained, but the south-
and longitudinal section.

ern chapel was destroyed at some point

after 1674. A later date, before 1830, saw
the demolition of the narthex, whose funerary character is confirmed, on the one hand,
by the arcosolium that was created on the left side by a recess made in the ashlar masonry
of the Hadrianic fagade and, on the other, by the number of graves found during more
recent excavations.” A simple saddleback roof covered the north, Post-Byzantine side of
the church. On the right, above the short west cross-arm, some sort of modification is
discernable in the wall and roof tiles. This alteration was connected with the makeshift
support of the propylon’s ancient entablature that extended as far as the narthex.

The form of the dome, a typical ‘Athenian’ specimen, with marble colonnettes at the eight cor-
ners and marble arches, appears in many depictions (Carrey,® Thiirmer,” Gell,' Gasparini,''
Du Moncel,'” Rorbye," von Heideck,' and others"). The single-light windows were already
partially closed from the seventeenth century. The tympanum was filled with cloisonné masonry.

~

Choremi (1989) 10ff.; A. Choremi, BifA1001kn Adp1ovod, ArchDele 54 (1999) B’, 65, fig. 28; E. Touloupa, O Ay1og
Ac®duotog 6té okaAd, Edppocvvov, B’ (Athens 1992) 593-600; Choremi (1995) 22-23.
8 Bowie and Thimme, op. cit.
9 Kokkou, Mépiuva, 42, fig. 19.
10 Ch. Bouras (ed.), Excdvoua dpyoviikd tév ypovwv tijs Tovproxpartiog (Athens 1986) 116, fig. 15.
11 Colored engraving in the Museum of the City of Athens (1843).
12 Xyngopoulos, Mvnpeio. ABnvav, 90, fig. 97.
13 R. Baumstark (ed.), op. cit., 513, no. 375.
14 Ibid., 512, no. 374, and Kokkou, op. cit., 113, fig. 42.
15 By Le Roy (1755), Chacatton (1839) and Stuart and Revett.
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The west cross-arm had a typical double-light window surrounded by an arch and a dentil
course that extended down to the base of the window and ran horizontally along the length
of the cross-arm.The masonry in the entire west side was typical Middle Byzantine cloisonné,
leaving no doubt about the chronology of the southern section (approximately 3 m). The door at
the west end, with monolithic pilasters and a heavy lintel (decorated with relief crosses with
arms of equal length), may not have been the original, but there was an earlier door in this
position. This is confirmed, on the one hand, by two chamfered corbels anchored to the wall
somewhat above and to cither side of the door (clearly shown in the drawings of Du Moncel
and von Heideck) and, on the other hand, by signs of alterations in the masonry. It is apparent
that there was once an arch above the entrance, which is the case in other Athenian churches.

Further to the north, the Post-Byzantine section of the fagade had a very shallow blind arch
that was axially aligned with a rectangular window. A similar window of smaller dimensions
illuminated the sanctuary. There was no window in the apse.'®

The narthex fagades and south chapel assumed an interesting form, as can be noted in the
Carrey drawing, The entrance to the narthex, which was set between the first and second col-
umns of the Library propylon (2.70 m in width) was made of a marble Byzantine door frame
with a molding, and over it a blind arch was formed. The masonry over the narthex wall is
somewhat makeshift in appearance and, on the left side, reached up to the roof of the west
cross-arm, while on the right it extends to the propylon epistyle.

Between the second and third columns of the propylon (3 m in width) rose the fagade of what
is supposed to have been the chapel. Its form was determined by the relatively sharp incline of
the saddleback roof and the autonomous ‘pediment’ that was associated with some sort of hori-
zontal element. Inside the ‘pediment’ there was a single-light window with a tile frame and lat-
eral semi-arches, a familiar feature in Athenian
Middle Byzantine architecture.'” Lower down
there was an arched window and masonry
employing horizontally placed bricks, pos-
sibly cloisonné style. Here, too, stonework is
supported against the wall of the Byzantine
fagade and reaches up to the propylon epistyle.
Clearly this wall was constructed in order to
bolster the entablature and part of the pro-
pylon pediment so that it would not collapse
when, at some undeterminable time, it became

unstable. A bell tower with an arched opening,

clearly Post-Byzantine in date, was erected at

the apex of the pediment.

Figure 107 Hagios Asomatos ‘sta Skalia’. Paintings on
the west wall of the Library of Hadrian.
Library wall"® obviously dates to the Ottoman Drawing by N.H.G. Westlake (1888).

The surviving wall painting (Fig. 107) on the

16 According to the drawing by A. Ravoisie.

17 Showing evident similarity with those of the west facade of Kapnikarea (Megaw, Chronology, 127, pl. 31, 1, 2).

18 Westlake, Paintings, 185, 186, pl. X, republished in EMME 1B (1929) 91, fig. 98 and by O.M. Dalton, Byzantine Art and
Archaeology (Oxford 1911) 290, fig. 177.
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period, but it is not certain whether it was coterminous with the eastern vault. If so, the dome had
a diameter of 2.60 meters, but between the dome and the propylon wall there must have been an
intervening arch with a width of approximately 0.75 meters that would have sprung from piers.
The deep recess in the pilaster of the propylon (approximately 5.50 m from its pavement) would
appear to have been made for some other construction that was older than the Asomatos church,
because it is very high to have been the place where the dome-bearing arch began. And if it did
begin there, the dome would have been much larger. Moreover, the deep cutting in the propylon
wall was designed, it would seem, to receive a wooden roof, but this does not obviously relate to
the low narthex as it appears in the drawing by Carrey.

As for the dome’s height, three depictions drawn from a somewhat higher position (as were
those of Stuart and Revett, Gell and Carrey) confirm that the arches reached a height of approxi-
mately 8.50 meters — in other words, to the height of the columns on the Library fagade.

The Post-Byzantine section of the church was probably covered with a vault that was sup-
ported on a wall constructed in parallel to the Library facade." The shaft of the first column
remains intact and presents a problem for the reconstruction: if the surviving wall painting pro-
vides the position and diameter of the eastern vault of the church, the column shaft should have
been pared down to match the thickness of the vaulting (perhaps 25 cm). But neither here nor
on the ancient wall surrounding the wall painting do we find traces of the vaulting. Among the
other problems is the level of the church pavement and whether the steps of the propylon were
visible, or underneath the pavement. In 1835, at least, they could not be seen.”

A row of cuttings in the north wall of the Hadrianic propylon and a large cutting in the pilaster
attest that another construction, perhaps with a wooden roof, had already occupied the same
spot. Perhaps this building should be con-
nected with the plastered wall on the north
side of the pilaster. At an unknown date, the
bases of both the column and the pilaster of

the propylon were cut in order to widen the
southern entrance?! into the Library. Figure 108 Hagios Asomatos ‘sta Skalia’. Fragment of a
A marble entablature of an icon screen marble epistyle.
(Fig. 108, 109) found in the course of exca-
vation in three pieces (2.59 m long when
joined) corresponds in length to the castern
opening of the eastern vault and most prob-
ably belonged to the church. It is decorated

with a row of interlaced rosettes. It may be

the only sculpted architectural member pre-

Figure 109 Hagios Asomatos ‘sta Skalia’. Fragment of a
served from the Asomatos church. marble epistyle.

19 According to the drawing of Gasparini, its pitched roof was as high as the columns of the Library.
20 See the drawing by von Heideck in R. Baumstark (ed.), 513.
21 In the drawing by I. Caffi (C. Spetsieri-Beschi, Il pittore bellunese Ippolito Caffi in Grecia [Belluno 2005] 65) on both sides of the

arched opening between the narthex and the main church, were small pilasters with capitals.
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Part of the painted decoration, which is clearly of the Ottoman period, was preserved in a
series of drawings by Durand,”” and also by the marquis of Buté.”’

The date of the destroyed church can only be determined approximately. The masonry seems to
have been of good quality, although we do not know whether it included ceramic decorative ele-
ments. The double-light window with its surrounding arch indicates a mid-eleventh century date.”
However, the carved decoration of the epistyle showing simple rosettes speaks for an earlier date.
The third quarter of the eleventh century is considered very likely.

The historical evidence for the Asomatos church comes principally from the Ottoman
period.”

The discovery in the 1971 excavation’® of Middle Byzantine constructions employing
upright stone blocks at the corners permits us to conjecture that we are dealing here with

monastic buildings of a small monastery whose katholikon was the Asomatos church.

22 S. Kalantzopoulou, Megaiwvikoi vooi tijc AOivag (Athens 2000) no. 5, 116121, pl. 12, 13; eadem, Durand, 64.

23 Westlake, Paintings, 185, 186, pl. X.

24 Megaw, Chronology, 121, 122.

25 Kambouroglous, Iotopia, B’, 290; idem, A0ijvar, 131 {f; idem, Totopia tév AOnvaimv, 2 (Athens 1926); idem, Mvnueio
tij¢ iotopiag t@v AOnvaiwv, T (Athens 1892) 191; idem, Of Xadkokovoviar (Athens 1926); E. Touloupa, op. cit.

26 1. Threpsiadis, Avackaen tfig BipAodnimg 1od Adpiavod, ArchEph 110 (1971) Appendix 27-30, fig. 12 (drawing by ].
Travlos) pl. IH a.
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Library of Hadrian. Ruined church

In the area that remained undisturbed inside the Library of Hadrian, north of the tetraconch,
the paltry remains of a church (Fig. 110) were discovered in 1968" and 1970.>The church was
built against the north crepidoma of the central courtyard of the Library complex.’ The bema
apse (its exterior destroyed) came to light, as well as one of the two wall piers that separated
the tripartite sanctuary, and the west wall with three doors leading into a 2.10-meter wide
narthex. The overall dimensions of the building can be measured and reveal a building that
was 10 meters in length and 8.20 meters in width. The existence of columns was not con-
firmed, but there were pilasters (approximately 1.40 m in length) that extended from the
west wall. The ground plan of the church as
reconstructed by Travlos* (Fig. 111) is cross-
in-square with a dome, distinguished by an
extension of the north cross-arm beyond the
outline of the church so as to produce a nearly -
square room to the north of the prothesis. A
cuboid marble pedestal was used as the altar.’

To judge from a photograph,® the construc-

tion of the sanctuary apse and bema piers was
probably quite poor in quality, using small
fieldstones and hard mortar. However, the 8
stratigraphy indicated that the monument’s
[ W] L
"{Jmfrfxfm;;,,/,,,,,,,
l i 1 1 1 1 i i I’ L 1
o jo
(=]
Figure 111 Library of Hadrian. Restored plan of

Figure 110 Library of Hadrian. The remains of the the ruined Byzantine church. Based on a

ruined church. View from the west. drawing by J. Travlos.

1 1. A. Papapostolou, Apxatdmteg kol pvnugioc AONvdv, ArchDelt 23 (1968) B, 19, pl. 14 .

2 G. Dontas, Apyon6tnteg Kai uvnuela AONV®dV, ArchDelt 25 (1970) B’, 28-32, drawing no. 2, pl. 41 .

3 The ground level of the church is a little higher than the stylobate of the ancient colonnade. The sanctuary was paved with
ceramic ellipsoid slabs.

4 G. Dontas, Apyoudtnteg, op. cit., 29, dr. n. 2.

5 1. A. Papapostolou, ApYadtnTeS, op. cit., pl. 14 a.

6 Ibid.
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construction can be attributed to the Late Byzantine” or the Frankish period, and it was
destroyed in Ottoman times. The demolition and quarrying of the building almost down to
its foundations prevent any morphological
observations. No sculpted architectural
clements were found (Fig. 112).°

The destruction of the Byzantine levels
during the excavations in the Library in
1885 and 1886” do not permit any com-

parisons of this small church with its con-
text, either the surrounding settlement or

Figure 112 Library of Hadrian. Marble fragment of a
cemetery. templon epistyle (7).

7 G. Dontas, ApyandTTeg, op. cit., 30. We can guess that he means the twelfth century from the context; with the exception
of a templon epistyle (?) found nearby (fig. 114).

8 Regarding preservation work on the ruins, see I. Tiginaga and F. Mallouchou-Tufano, ArchDelt 37 (1982) B’, 9, pl. 9 4 and
ArchDelt 40 (1985) 11.

9 Ch. Bouras, Enave&étaon tiig Meyding Iavayiig Anvdv, DChAE 27 (2006) n. 45, 48, 56, 57, 58, 60, 66, 67, 76, 84,
91,92.
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Galatsi. Hagios Georgios, or OmO{fi Ekklesia

The problem of dating Greek monuments before or after 1204 appears once again in the
case of the church of Hagios Georgios in Galatsi (Fig. 113), also known by the name Omorfi
Ekklesia (‘Beautiful Church’).' While all the typological and morphological elements point

to a late twelfth century date,” the difficulty arises from the pronounced ribs of the two

Figure 113 Galatsi, Omorfi Ekklesia. Plan and east—west section. Based on a

drawing by A. Orlandos.

1 A. Orlandos published in 1921 a brief monograph on the church with an accurate description. (Orlandos, ‘Ouopen
Exkinoid).
2 Megaw, Chronology, 101, 113, 114, 123, 125.
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cross-vaults in the single-nave chapel that is contemporary with the church and whose Gothic
character is very obvious. The older conjectures that western construction techniques were
adopted before the period of Frankish rule seem to have been abandoned,’ and the possibil-
ity that the roof was constructed only decades after the walls is unlikely.* With the possible
exception of a rosette on a column impost that could be considered western in style,’ there is
no indication to support a date for the church either before or after the Frankish occupation.®
As for the wall paintings, they certainly represent later, thirteenth-century work.”
Standing, then, at the edge of this study’s chronological boundary, the church of Hagios
Georgios probably served as the katholikon of a monastery® and is impressive both for its
architecture and its excellent state of preservation. There are no relevant written documents
or inscriptions. From the point of view of typology, it is a very simple cross-in-square, domed
church with four piers (Fig. 114—117), and a side chapel and vaulted narthex that are probably

Figure 114 Galatsi, Omorfi Ekklesia. East face. Drawing by A. Orlandos.

3 Bouras, Naodopia, 331-333.

4 As it was supposed by Orlandos, op. cit., 41, 42.

5 Idem, 13, fig. 11 below, right. Bouras, Naodopia, 102 n. 3.

6 S. Mamaloulos, ‘O vaog t0d Ayiov IToivképnov oy Tavaypa (Mapdrot) Bowwtiag, DChAE 25 (2004) 127-139
accepts indirectly a late dating of Hagios Georgios.

7 A.Vasilaki-Karakatsani, Oi toryoypagiec tijc ‘Ouopone Exkinoiac oty A0nva (Athens 1971) 113—115; N. Chatzidaki,
Pnewtd kai Totgoypapiss, op. cit., 270-272.

8 Orlandos, ‘Ouopon Exxinoid, s, 6.
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Figure 115 Galatsi, Omorfi Ekklesia. The apse of the Figure 116 Galatsi, Omorfi Ekklesia. The north gable.
chapel.

Figure 117 Galatsi, Omorfi Ekklesia. View of the east end.

contemporary with the church or added very soon after its construction. The excellent stone
carving of the windows and cornices stands in contrast to the pseudo-cloisonné¢ masonry in
the lower section of the walls, just as the masonry piers (a sign of limited means) contrast with
the high-quality architectural sculpture.

The various problems relating to the Omorti Ekklesia have been reinvestigated in a more
recent publication,” where an extensive bibliography can also be found (including some new

publications that have nothing remarkable to contribute).

9 Bouras, Naodopio, 99-102.
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Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos

What little knowledge we possess about the church of Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos we owe
to Travlos,' who assembled the written sources and drawings, and also excavated what little
remains of its foundations. The church was located in the area of the Theatre of Dionysos’ and
was completely destroyed during the siege of the Acropolis in 1827.

As was demonstrated by Travlos, the perspective drawing made by the architect J. Woods’
of a monument as seen from the southwest (Fig. 118) does not show Hagios Georgios of
Lykabettos,” but Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos. The name of the Alexandrinos family is
already known from Athens in the Middle Byzantine period5 among property owners and
later® in connection with this church. The discovery of an ossuary in the immediate vicinity of
the church’ shows that it was in all likelihood the katholikon of a small monastery.

Hagios Georgios was a two-columned, or a simple four-columned,® cross-in-square church
with a dome and narthex. On the west end there was a wide portico with a triple archway and
lean-to roof. If the drawing by Woods is
correct, the portico roof was wooden.’

Otherwise Hagios Georgios resem-
bled other Middle Byzantine churches
in Athens: it had an ‘Athenian’ dome
with colonnettes at the corners, the
cross-arms had saddleback roofs, and
the narthex employed the familiar
cross-vaulted pattern.

Obviously it is not possible to reach

anything but an approximate date

for the monument on the basis of

an incomplete perspective drawing,

Figure 118 Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos. The church from
the southeast (circa 1825). Engraving by J. Woods.
Gennadius Library.

Nonetheless, a date in the eleventh or

twelfth century“J seems likely.

1 LTravlos, Avackagai v 1@ Alovoclok®d Oedtp®, Prake 106 (1951) 45-50.

Ibid., 45 n. 5; Xyngopoulos, Mvnueia. AOnvav, 110.

J. Woods, Letters of an Architect from France, Italy and Greece (London 1828) II 269 (drawing 1818).
A. Orlandos, Mvnugia thg Attikiic, EMME 1, (Athens 1933) 131.

Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 29, 32.

[ ]

A church with the name Alexandrinos is mentioned by the Paris Anonymous. See C. Wasmuth, Die Stadt Athen in Altertum, 1
(Leipzig 1870) 742.
7 P. Kastriotis, Q0giov tod ITepuchéong, Prake 69 (1914) 117 (the bone house of the Hagios Georgios cemetery).

[}

It is not known whether the east supports were columns or (as suggested by Travlos) elongated piers of the sanctuary. See J.

Travlos, Avacka@ai, op. cit., 49, fig. 7 (excavation and schematic representation).

Nel

Travlos believed that the front porch was an addition from the Ottoman period. Ibid., 52.
10 Idem, 45.
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Gorgoepekoos Panagia, or Hagios Eleutherios, or Little Metropolis

The Gorgoepekoos church in Athens occupies a unique position in Byzantine architecture as
it is completely covered with marble spolia on all sides (Fig. 119). The well-attested taste of
Byzantine master builders or founders for making use of old architectural members with relief
decoration in order to adorn the fagades of their buildings is here pushed to its limits. For this
reason, the Gorgoepekoos became immediately known to all scholars in the field and made its
way into all the books on Byzantine architecture, in some cases as a masterpicce of medieval art
in Greece and in others as more of a curiosity that raises questions of interpretation (Fig. 120).

As one would expect, there have been many references to the monument, or comments
about it or its spolia, from Cyriac of Ancona' to the present day. There is one older, in-depth
study,” another concerned with the ancient
reliefs,” and many articles about particular
sculptural elements from classical antiquity.*
Early depictions® of the exterior do not

provide any serious information about the

Figure 120 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. View from the
Figure 119 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. View from above. southwest.

1 It is considered possible that Cyriac of Ancona had seen an ancient inscription built into a wall of the church. See also below
p- 184 n. 47 (B. Kiilerich).

2 K. Michel and A. Struck, Die Mittelbyzantinischen Kirchen Athens, A1 31 (1906) 279-324, fig. 5-29 pls. XX-XXI.

3 P. Steiner, Antike Skulpturen am der Panagia Gorgoepikoos zu Athen, AM 31 (1906) 325-341.

4 C. Boettinger, Der Antike Festkalender am der Panagia Gorgoepikoos zu Athen, Philologus I; N. Svoronos, ATTIKOV AAiKOV
Nuepordytov, H {opopog tod Ayiov Erevbepiov, Apuovia 2 (1900) 65-82, pl. Xt-H, 139-163; M. Droste, Der Kalen-
derfries an der Kleiner Metropolis zu Athen, in MA (Ké&ln 1988); A. Choremi, @podouo avodnuatikod dvayAdeov amd
v meproy Tod Abnvaikod EAevotviov, ArchEph 139 (2000) 12—13, fig. 4. Sce also below n. 24.

5 G. Castellazzi, Ricordi, pl. 29, 30; Kristensen, A0#va, 108, fig. 134; S. Papadopoulos (ed.), 16 Asvxwua Ileitié (Athens
1971) pl. 8; Byzance retrouvée, 161, fig. 95; Bendtsen, Sketches, 446; Du Moncel, Oodormopiro, fig. 26, 27; Couchaud, Choix,
pl. 14, 15; Gaillabaud, Monuments anciens et modernes (Paris 1850) repr. in EMME1B, 70, figs. 58, 60.
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Gorgoepekoos, especially in view of the fact that there have been no significant alterations to
its appearance except for the destruction of a few external frescoes probably of the Ottoman
period and the demolition of the undated bell tower® that rose above the west cross-arm.”
Architectural drawings of the church have been published by the National Technical Univer-
sity of Athens,® and others are kept in the archives of the British School at Athens” and the
First Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities. 10 Kambouroglous wrote about the appellation of the
Theotokos as Gorgoepekoos. 1

There are no inscriptions or references in medieval sources concerning the church. It was
originally believed that the church was the katholikon of a small monastery that was demoted
to a dependency of the Kaisariani monastery in the mid-seventeenth century.'” From the
beginning of the next century it belonged to the metropolis of Athens. The drawing by Barskij
reveals that the Gorgoepekoos was incorporated into the episcopal residential complex. In
1834, after the War of Independence, it was used as an antiquities storeroom'’ and in 1839
underwent drastic restoration in which its marble columns' were replaced by masonry piers
and the bell tower was demolished. In 1841 the building was used as a public library" and
later (1862 to 1863) was subject to further interventions when the interior plaster with Post-
Byzantine wall paintings was removed.'® Restoration work was done by the Ephorate of Antiq-
uities'” in the early 1970s. The replacement of the columns seems to have been necessitated
by the fact that they were cracked in a fire. The results of the fire are visible still today in the
northwest corner bays, the pilaster in the north wall and in the narthex (thermal fracture).

Typologically speaking, the Gorgoepekoos is a semi-composite, four-columned cross-in-
square inscribed church with dome (Fig. 121), a type found quite widely in Greece. This
explains the relative uninterest of Millet,' who was mainly concerned in the church’s typol-
ogy. The roof of the narthex is cross-vaulted, while those of the west cross-arm and the

middle vault of the narthex are uniform, with one projecting three-sided apse in the

[e)}

Kokkou, Mépiuva, fig. 44.

The belfry was formed by four piers and had a pyramidal roof. See photographs by J.-Ph. Girault de Prangey, taken in 1842,

in AOnvo. 18391900, Pwrtoypopuiés Mapropies (Athens 1985) 32, no 5. The belfry existed in 1745 when B. Barskij

depicted it. See Stranstobanija, Il (no pagination).

Bolavuiva Mvnueia, pl. 1-10.

By R.W. Schultz et al. in the British Research Fund Archive Collection.

10 By M. Korres (1971-1973).

11 Kambouroglous, A8ijvau, 221; idem, 'H Iovayia twv AOnvév, DCRAE 3 (1894) 80-81. The appellation Gorgoepekoos
was familiar also in Constantinople. See C. Mango, The monastery of Abercius, DOP 22 (1968) 170.

12 T. Neroutsos, Xptotiavikai ABfjvar (Athens 1899) 83-84.

13 Kambouroglous, A0ijvai, 224; Kokkou, Mépyuva, 156 n. 1.

~

O o

14 T. Neroutsos, op. cit., 84. In 1839 the dedication was changed to Soter and some time later to Hagios Eleutherios. The marble
columns are mentioned by B. Barskij. In a photograph in Abnva 18391900, op. cit., no. 56, we can see the columns of the
church, lying in pieces, after their removal (photograph by Robertson and Beato).

15 Kambouroglous, A0fjvau, 224.

16 The destruction of the mural paintings provoked serious protest at that time. See D. Philippidis, H {wij xai 76 épyo 100
Aboavopov Koawtavr{bylov (Athens 1995) 206-207. On the paintings, see below.

17 Lazaridis (1971) 63, pl. 57; P. Lazaridis, BoavTivé koi pecoumvikd pvnugia, ArchDelt 28 (1973) B, 57; Lazaridis (1974)
182. Tidying up of the monument was done in 2004 and preservation of the sculptures in the years 2003-2005.

18 Millet, Ecole, 86, 136, 144, 192 n. 3.
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Figure 121 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. Plan and east—west section. Actual state. Drawing by D. Vlamis, K. loannou, 1.
Mavrommati and P. Travlou. National Technical University of Athens Archives.
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Figure 122 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. West and east fagades. Drawing by D. Vlamis, K. Ioannou, I. Mavrommati and

P. Travlou. National Technical University of Athens Archives.

sanctuary (Fig. 122) and side entrances to
the naos, along its transverse axis. The corner
bays are covered lengthwise with vaults and
are joined on the cast side to the vaults of the
parabemata.

The morphology is much more interest-
ing (Fig. 123). Without a doubt, the archi-
tect or master builder took special care
to assemble the most suitable materials in
order to create balanced and rich fagades
with a unified and restrained irregularity," a
latent plasticity sprung from the same mate-
rial as the structure itself, but also from the
central idea of originality that pervades the

composition.

Figure 123 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. View of the east end.

19 The superb construction holds in check the irregularities in the assemblage of the marble picces that is typical in Byzantine

buildings. Nevertheless, Byzantine practice cannot stand up to comparison with antique constructions. See P. Michelis,

AioOntin Oscopnon tijs folavuivijs tyvns (Athens 1946) 3.
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The dome of the Gorgoepekoos belongs to the well-known type of the eight-sided ‘Athe-
nian” dome, with single-light windows and marble colonnettes at the corners. However, it is
not constructed with the usual system of cloisonné masonry, but with contoured rectangular
marble blocks surrounded with single bands. The arches are slightly horseshoe-shaped, a sign
that indicates — given the great chronological distance — an indirect reference to its prototype
in the dome of the Panagia church at the monastery of Hosios Loukas.?* The configuration of
the roof follows the known pattern, with a break in the marble cornices at the ends of both
cross-arms in order to ensure that the molding continued in the cornices of the long sides.
On all sides except the east, the masonry is opus isodomum up to a height of four courses
(approximately 4.30 m), employing large ashlars surrounded by single bands and only a very
small amount of mortar in the joints. It is unclear whether all the stones are spolia from ancient
buildings, because they do not have cuttings for clamps or dowels, which means either that
they came from the face of an ancient wall, or that they were all reworked. The use of upright
stones that is a common feature in the masonry of Greek churches’ is limited here to the
sanctuary apse.

The walls stand on a high crepidoma that projects on all sides and is emphasized by the
recessed band of the wall’s bottom course. The role of shadow comes into play here, as
the horizontality of the crepidoma is heightened and attention is drawn to it as the foundation
of the architectural whole.?”? The door frames of the side entrances are adorned with moldings
and cornices, while the western entrance has monolithic jambs and a heavy lintel.

The austerity and clarity of the external volumes of the Gorgoepekoos derive from the
emphatic use of the surrounding decorative bands and cornices that are indeed ancient mold-
ings used as spolia, or newly carved elements that faithfully imitate ancient models and con-

tinue along the length of the building,

-

or are used in symmetrical relation to
cach other (Fig. 124). All this combines
to lend a classicizing air to the archi-
tecture of the Gorgoepekoos, an often-
repeated observation.” The sculptural
elements are arranged, on the one
hand, to form a sort of perimetric frieze
around the building while, on the other,
they serve an organizational function on

the fagades of the three cross-arms. The

elements are heterogeneous, deriv-

ing from ancient, Early Christian and Figure 124 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. Part of the west gable with

Byzantine monuments; some have been the molded cornice and the sculptures W2 and W4.

20 Boura, didkoouog, 33, 51, 54.

21 Hadji Minaglou, Grand appareil.

22 Bouras, AVOYEVWNOELG, 262, 263.

23 M. Chatzidakis, 'H Bvlavtiviy Abwva, Zdvady 16 (1985) 16; Ch. Delvoy, L'architecture byzantine au Xle siécle, Suppl.
Papers, 13th Intern. Congress of Byz. Studies (Oxford 1966) 58; Bouras, Avaryevvioglg, 258; idem, Naodouia, 48.
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reworked in order to fit into their new
architectural compositions, others in
order to harmonize with the sacrality
of a Christian church.? With the lone
exception of the arches surrounding
the windows in the dome, no brick
was used in the construction. The win-
dows have pseudo-arches carved from
single blocks of marble, as do the three
entrances, where the master builder
found and made repeated use of three
integral Roman arches with three fas-
ciae” carved from Hymettian marble
similar to the arches in the so-called
Agoranomeion® or the Theatre of Dio-
nysos. Some of the spolia were incorpo-
rated into the monument with respect
to their original functions, as is the
case with the two, possibly Hadrianic,
Corinthian pilaster-capitals (Fig. 125)
used at the corners of the facade.
Michel and Struck? numbered the
carved eclements in the Gorgoepe-

koos, thereby facilitating their analysis.

Figure 125 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. Roman anta capital and
part of a frieze, in secondary use, at the southwest

It is obvious that there is no stylistic

relationship between adjacent carved corner of the church.

works, and neither is there any sort of
iconographic program, given that the
subjects, decorative or figurative, are the product of whatever came to hand in the process
of collecting materials for reuse. As has been observed by both Andre Grabar? and Cyril

Mango,* all that can be noted with certainty is a discernable tendency towards symmetry,

24 H. Maguire, The cage of the crosses, ancient and mediaeval sculptures on the little Metropolis, in Ovuioua, 169-172; E.
Dauterman Maguire and H. Maguire, Other Icons (Princeton 2007) 125-128, pl. 7; A. Delivorrias, Interpretatio Christiana,
Evgppéovvov, A’ 116 ff., pl. 55-57.

25 The arch of the west entrance has an interior and exterior diameter of 1.42 and 2.00 m respectively. The arches of the side
doors are 1.05 and 1.50 m respectively.

26 Travlos, Dictionary, 3739, fig. 46 and 47.

27 K. Michel and A. Struck, Die Mittelbyzantinischen, op. cit. The same enumeration of the sculptures, in Bouras, Naodopia,
45, fig. 43, 48.

28 Grabar, Sculptures, 96-99.

29 C. Mango, Antique Statuary and Byzantine Beholder, DOP 17 (1963) 64; idem, Byzantine Attitudes to the Conservation of
Monuments, Casabella 581 (1991) 38, 60.

181



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

both in the western fagade and on the cross-
arms. A latent symmetry also exists in most
of the Middle Byzantine decorative motifs.

The western fagade is dominated by a
5.80-meter-long frieze (Fig. 126) with an
integrated cornice from a small Roman
building showing scenes from the ancient
calendar®® onto which crosses were later
imposed. Two symmetrically arranged
plaques (W 12 and W 19) have the same
stylc and similar motifs; it is likcly thcy
are the work of the same marble carver.
Plaque W 17 is perhaps the most elabo-
rate’' in the entire monument and depicts
in high-relief two sphinxes positioned en
face on cither side of a Tree of Life*’ and
accompanied by other motifs.

These three plaques have the same height
(approximately 1.08 m), and the overall

impression of the representations supports
the hypothesis that they are not spolia but

were made especially for the west fagade of  Figure 126 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. Part of a Late Roman
calendar frieze and the relief no. W17 on the

the church. Three other plaques, also of the west facade of the church,

same height, without any decoration but

surrounded with a frame and built into the

south side” seem to have been placed there to fill in gaps so as to reach a particular height. The
three or four main plaques in the west facade with their figures and ornate decoration were
probably not panels on an icon screen. They all depict mythological beasts™ from ancient ico-
nography, such as griffins, sphinxes, sirens. The supplementation of the ancient carving with
new creations that also employ ancient motifs strengthens the suggestion of an intentional
overall design.

The ancient sculpture is also worthy of note and includes part of a Doric frieze depicting
the cultic symbols of Demeter at Eleusis (S 41), perhaps from the propylon of the Eleusinion
(Fig. 127), two small classical reliefs used on the east side on cither side of the bema apse, part
of a Roman frieze(?) with a figurated,” foliate cross at the southwest corner (W 20, S 35),a

30 See above n. 4.

31 Grabar, Sculptures, 98, pl. LXIX b.

32 L. Boura, T6 8évtpo tiig (ofig othv pecoPulavtiviy éMadkn yhvrtikn, 20v Xvumdoiov tijc Xpiotiavikijc
Apyororoyixiic Eroupeiog (1982) 66-67.

33 Sculptures no. $.48 and S.45.

34 Bouras, Naodopio, 563-565.

35 Including «{®310», namely birds and small animals.
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funerary monument with two female fig-
ures on the north side (N 94) and fish-scale
decoration from Roman sarcophagus lids
(O 74) on the cast side. There are also
reworked ancient members: a plaque with
a naked figure and two crosses (N 87),
another with pitchers on which rosettes
have been carved (N 9) and a third at the
northwest corner (W 11).

The highly varied spolia is not reused
here simply as building material as is the
case, for example, at the Panagia church at
Skripou, or as symbols of triumph as at San
Marco in Venice. As decoration they far sur-

pass contemporary Byzantine conceptions

for church fagades, while it is impossible to

Figure 127 Panagia Gorgoepekoos. Part of a Roman frieze,
discern what sort of symbolism may have in secondary use, over the south entrance of the
church.

been intended in this eclectic assemblage of
at least eighty pieces of sculpture.

According to Maguire,*® the Gorgoepekoos bears witness to an educated elite at the time
of the Macedonian and Komnenian dynasties that possessed a sensibility to and admiration
for the aesthetic values of the ancient world. For the majority of people, antiquities inspired
fear’” rather than admiration: they had to be exorcised in order to be liberated from the
evil spirits. Among the tiny elite, which may not have included Athenians, there must have
been someone who was in a position to revere at least the artistic value of these objects
and to collect the sculpture in order to display them in a sort of open-air museum, and to
supplement them with new works with mythological themes.

Chatzidakis believed™ that this person was Michael Choniates, who was certainly sensitive
to the historical charge of the city where he was metropolitan. As we shall see, the chronol-
ogy does favor this view. However, there is evidence that Choniates’s archacolatry was limited
to texts and did not extend to the surrounding material world.” In any case, we possess no
indication of another founder with a fondness for the ancient world who would have wanted

to remind his contemporaries of the glory of the ancient city40 in this way.

36 H. Maguire, The cage, op. cit.; Kaldellis (2009) 212-214.

37 C. Mango, Antique Statuary, op. cit., with ample information from written sources.

38 M. Chatzidakis, Monuments byzantins en Attique et Béotie (Athens 1956) 23.

39 Lambros, Xovidng, B', 451.

40 A nobleman in Rome who built his tower in the twelfth century had such intentions (confirmed in an inscription), using a
great number of spolia taken from the antique city. See E. Kitzinger, The acts as aspects of the Renaissance, in R. Benson, G.
Constable and C. Lanham (eds.), Renaissance and Renewal in the 12th Century (Oxford 1982) 639 n. 10, 649 n. 58, 650 n. 64;
R. Krautheimer, The arts as aspects of a Renaissance: Rome and Italy (Princeton 1980) 196—198.The chronological coincidence
is of interest.
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The wall paintings inside the Gorgoepekoos, which survived until 1862, were Post-
Byzantine. In addition to drawings of the church exterior, Durand left behind sixteen
drawings of wall paintings"rl that offer valuable material for the study of painting in Otto-
man Athens.

The absence of decoration and the manner in which the windows are fitted into the fagades
make it difficult to date the church. Megaw* touched briefly on the subject with a rather vague
reference to the form of the door frames and the sculptural style. He did not deem conclu-
sive the comparison with the opus isodomum masonry at the church of Hagios Nikolaos at
Kambia; nevertheless, he believed that the Gorgoepekoos belongs to the twelfth century.
Essentially, what interests us is the style of the latest Byzantine sculpture built into the walls,
especially in view of the fact that some of the reliefs are so incompetently carved® that there
are no helpful comparanda. The two-level relief, highly wrought floral decoration, many of
the animals and some typical motifs such as the pointed guﬂloche44 date a significant number
of the Gorgoepekoos sculptures to the late twelfth century. The total absence of Gothic or
even Romanesque sculpture (not unknown in Athens at a later time) make it almost certain
that the monument was built before 1204.

Frantz® questioned the generally accepted (probably late) twelfth-century date, main-
taining the view that the spolia came from the city’s destruction by Leo Sgouros. However,
according to Niketas Choniates* it seems that when Sgouros did not manage to capture
the Acropolis, he set fire to the Athenians’ houses and left for Thebes. Obviously he did not
have time to demolish churches and other buildings. Finally, the recent suggestion by Bente
Kiilerich*” that the church should be dated to the fifteenth century is founded on misguided
interpretations and is completely unsupportable. Her only argument is that Cyriac of Ancona
saw and transcribed an inscription that was then in another position and is now built into the
Gorgoepekoos. But the fact that Cyriac made mistakes is also known from another inscription
in ancient Messene.*®

_

41 Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 37—41.

42 Megaw, Chronology, 100, 112.

43 For instance, on the jambs of the door between the narthex and the main church, as well as on slab N.98 of the north side.

44 On the cornice over one of the door frames, as above.

45 A. Frantz, Holy Apostles, 32 n. 1.

46 Niketas Choniates (ed. Bonn 1835) 803, «. . . T6v Buudv ékpurilet katd thg mOAewg . . . Koi 81 Tolg 0ikomédolg Evinot
wop Kol Tpovougvel Tdv (dov td glg LedyAny kol diowtav émrhdewa kai ped fuépag ékelbev Emavaotds Toig
OnParg TpoSPAALEL . . .» (. . . his rage fans the flames against the city. . . mainly puts fire to the houses and leads out the
animals useful for ploughing and food. After some days starts out to attack Thebes.)

47 B. Kiilerich, Making sence of the spolia in the little Metropolis of Athens, Arte Medievale 4 (2005) 2, 95—114; Kaldellis (2009)
214.The view of D. Sourmelis (Katdoraoic ovvortiki tijc moiews tdv AOnvidy [Athens 1842] 30) that the Gorgoepe-
koos is work of the Crusaders ‘because of the large number of carved crosses on the external faces of the church’ is also
erroneous.

48 A. Orlandos, 'Ex ti|g yplotiavikiic Meconvng, ABME 11 (1968) 113.
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Goudi. Panagia or Hagia Triada

Only a small part of the original structure of the church dedicated to the Panagia at Goudi (Fig.
128) survives: the prothesis apse, the walls and the domes of the parabemata. The monument
became known mainly thanks to Millet," who identified in a photograph taken by Lambakis the
ruin of a three-aisled, vaulted basilica with a single pitched roof, in other words a barrel-vaulted
basilica (Fig. 129) that acquired special importance for the theories that were being advanced in
1916.Three years earlier, Xyngopoulos® had written about the church of Goudi, but the restora-
tion of its true architectural type was only made in the early 1930s by Sotiriou® and Orlandos.*
They clarified that almost all the longitudinal vaults and the single roof belonged to a later, clearly
Ottoman, architectural phase, that the original type was a domed, two-columned, cross-
in-square church (Fig. 130) with a narthex and that the church assumed a new form after it
had partially collapsed. The type of vaulting over the western corner bays remains completely
unknown, as does the form of the corresponding fagades.

To judge from the photographs,® the church fell into ruin again after its renovation: the
entire west wall collapsed, as well as the upper parts of the sidewalls. From the narthex drawn
by Orlandos after the excavation (?) all that survives are two large, ancient, marble ashlars that
originally stood at the corners of the west wall. This establishes that the relatively spacious
narthex (5.50 m X 3.65 m) was contem-
porary with the church.®

During the second building phase,
the two wall piers of the sanctuary were
lengthened and the columns were relo-
cated and acquired thick stone slabs in
place of capitals. The longitudinal vaults of
the first church were removed and a new,
single vault was created at a much lower
level. Consequently, the vaults of the east-
ern corner bays that retained their origi-
nal height had separate, small, saddleback
roofs.” No sculptural work has survived
from the original church, neither in situ
nor scattered around.

In his attempt to preserve whatever he
could from the ruins, between 1959 and Figure 128 Goudi. Panagia or Hagia Triada. Partial view of
1961 Orlandos rebuilt ex novo the parts the cast end of the church.

1 Millet, Ecole, 4445, fig. 21, 224 n. 1, 246.

2 A. Xyngopoulos, Attikfig fulavtiakol vaoi, ArchEph 52 (1913) 131-137.

3 G. Sotiriou, Bufovtivad Bactitkol Moxedoviog kai Hoiadg EAAGS0g, BZ 30 (1929-1930) 572574, fig. 6, 7.
4 Orlandos, Mvnueio. AOnvav-Attikiic, 130, fig. 164, 165.

5 Xyngopoulos, Attikiig, op. cit., 131-137.

6 Nothing is known about the roofing of the narthex, making reconstructive drawings unsupportable.

7 Xyngopoulos, ATTIKHG, op. cit., 134, fig. 5.
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Figure 129 Goudi. Panagia or Hagia Triada. Plan
and two sections. Actual state. Drawings

by K. Aslanidis.

Figure 130 Goudi. Panagia or HagiaTriada.
Restored plan and two sections of the
church. Drawings by K. Aslanidis.

186



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

that had fallen into ruin.® Unfortunately, annotated plans made before the interventions were
not published, and today it is impossible to distinguish between what was preserved before
his work and what is reconstructed.

The date of the original church of the Panagia,” after all the decay and rebuilding, is almost
beyond our grasp. The prothesis apse, which is thought to belong to the original building phase,
preserves a single-light window with a surrounding arch of light brick (Fig, 131) — clearly this is
insufficient evidence on which to base a chronology. Only the ground plan with its propor-
tions, the width of the walls, and the general shape of the sanctuary create the impression that
the monument might belong to the Middle Byzantine period.

Figure 131 Goudi. Panagia or Hagia Triada. The window of the prothesis.

8 A. Orlandos, AvaoTAGGE pvnueimv, EEBE 29 (1959) 524 and 30 (1960-1961) 656, 682.

9 G. Millet had left it to be understood that the church was Byzantine. A. Xyngopoulos, based on the remains of mural paintings
in it, proposed to date it in the fourteenth century. A. Orlandos says nothing about the dating of the church and makes refer-
ence to documents of 1773 and 1803.
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Hagios Dionysios Areopagites

In the context of the excavations carried out by the American School of Classical Studies in
the area of the Areopagus, systematic research into the ruins of a church and metropolitan
residence was undertaken in the 1960s." Contrary to expectations, they did not find remains
of a church from the Middle Byzantine period, but only of an assortment of dwellings. It secems
that the church was demolished and plundered for building materials in order to construct
the Post-Byzantine church.’

The Middle Byzantine architectural members found in the same position are spolia’ from
the older church as well as other sources.

All that remains of the Byzantine church are the written sources. The excavators already
mentioned the famous letter of Pope Innocent III (1208) in which the church is recorded,* as
well as indirect evidence from the testimony of Cyriac of Ancona in 1436.°

Finally, the Byzantine monument is noted as a monastery of St Dionysios in the Praktikon® of
the region of Athens. The mention that some property bordered on the ‘south the well-rooted
rock and the monastery of Hagios Dionysios77 makes it almost certain that the document is
referring to the monument under consideration, which is located close to the rock of the
Arcopagus. It cannot be excluded that once the well-built medieval walls® found in the same

area belonged to buﬂdings that were part of the same monastery.

Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios.
G. Sotiriou, Té €peimio. Tod mapd tov Apetov [1dyov Bulavtivod vaod, ArchDelt 2 (1916) 119-147. The author proposed

(]

a date for the ruins of the Post-Byzantine church in the seventh or beginning of the eighth century.

w

Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios, 169; Dennert, Kapitelle, no. 299 ., pl. 53. Based on the style of the sculptures, the monu-
ment was dated in the period between the seventh and the ninth century. (Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios, 169). This date
can be disputed on many grounds.

Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios, 194.

Idem, 164-165.

Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 34.

Idem, 27.

Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios, 163.

© g o v p
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Profitis Ilias in the Staropazaro

The church dedicated to the Prophet Elijah' near the Corn Market (Staropazaro) of Ottoman
Athens was in a partially ruinous state” after the War of Independence (Fig. 132) and was
demolished® in 1848. Prior to this it had been given over to the Catholics, but was not used.*
The reasons for its demolition are unknown: perhaps it was not possible to repair the damage,
or possibly additional space was needed to restore the neighboring church of the Taxiarchs.
Before the church was destroyed, one of its wall paintings was removed and can be found
today in the Byzantine Museum of Athens.”

A detailed and thorough study of the church was published in 1971,° primarily based on

four measured drawings7 that exist today in the Institute for the History of Architecture at the

g
s

Figure 132 The churches of the Profitis Ilias and the Taxiarchs in the Roman Agora. View from the north. Painting
by E. Peytier (1830).

1 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio. Anvédv, 87-88, fig. 101; K. Biris, Ai éxxAnoior 1év waloadv AOnvdv (Athens 1940) 39;
D. Kambouroglous, O Ayto¢ Hliag 100 Zrapordlapov koi ij Gupeokdountog toryoypapio tov (Athens 1923); Janin,
Centres, 308.

2 The church was abandonned. In Peytier’s drawing we see the central door filled with masonry.

3 Onthe leveling of the church, see K. Biris, 40jvaz, 91; D. Philippidis, H (w1 xai 6 &pyo tod Abeavipov Kavtavr{sylov,
op.cit., 186 n. 214;A. R. Rangavis et al., [lavdpo 3 (1852) 2,‘As for the two beautiful small churches behind the barracks,
the first collapsed and the second was removed for the building of a new church.’

E. Dalezios, "Epevvor mepi t@v AoTivik@v EkkAnei@dv kai uovav t@dv A0nvv (Athens 1964) 10.

5 G. Ladas, ‘O Ayiog 'HAiog tod Zrapordlapov, 6 Ayiog Agdvtiog 6 ABnvaiog kai 1 Madona Catalana, XvAéktng (1947)
1-9; N. Chatzidaki, ¥newmtd kol toyoypagiss, op. cit., 254-255; F. Boubouli (ed.), The World of the Byzantine Museum
(Athens 2004) 112, fig. 89; D. Kambouroglous, ‘O Aytog "HAio, op. cit.; L.J.A. Locwenthal, A note on the so-called Panagia of
the Catalans, 444 4 (1971) 89-91; D. Kambouroglous, Iepi tiig épumveiag tig Toygoypagiag . . ., Totopia 2 (1890) 209 fF.

6 Sinos, Hagios Elias.

7 Plan, longitudinal section, west and south clevation.
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Karlsruhe Institute of Technology. Presented here are, on the one hand, observations about
the monument’s type and architectural forms and, on the other, some new material that has
appeared in the thirty-five years since the building’s publication by S. Sinos.

The position of Profitis Ilias at the center of old Athens and in close proximity to the Gate
of Athena Archegetis was the reason why the church has been drawn at least ten times, not

including the drawings at the Karlsruhe Institute of Technology. They are as follows:

Gaillabaud, Monuments anciens et modernes (Paris 1850) II.

T. Du Moncel, Odoiwopcé o 1843 (Athens 1984) Fig. 22, 23.

A. Lenoir, Architecture Monastique (Paris 1852) 295, Fig. 204.

L.E.S. Fauvel, Byzance Retrouvée (Paris 2001) 164, no. 92.

E. Flandin, Rouen archive, Av. Oplévdog, O évOpwrog koi 16 &pyov tov (Athens 1978) 213.
P. Durand, Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 69 (Fig. 133).

Bendtsen, Sketches 115, Fig. 62 (drawing by Chr. Hansen).

E. Peytier, Aebkowua Ileiué, S. Papadopoulos (ed.) (Athens 1971) Fig. 9.

L. Lange, Das Neue Hellas, R. Baumstark (ed.) (Munich 2000) 512, no. 373.

A. Kokkou, H pépruva yid tig épyoadmyres . .. (Athens 1977) 113, Fig. 41.

O O 0 J O V1AW N =

—_

Typologically, Profitis Ilias was a cross-in-square church with continuous walls supporting the
dome in the west and a cross-vaulted narthex (Fig. 134). It could be classified as a variation of
the transitional type. The similarity with the plan of the Hagioi Theodoroi church in Athens is
obvious: they share shallow blind arches at the ends of the inscribed cross-arms, a unification
of the western cross-arm vault and the middle vault of the narthex, an enlargement of the
width in relation to the length of the naos and the sanctuary. The diakonikon became a sacristy
with the erection of a transverse
wall, possibly at a later date. On
the exterior, the sanctuary apses
are semicircular. It is reasonable
to accept that, as at the Hagioi
Theodoroi church, there were
longitudinal vaults in the four
corner bays. A later intervention
can be seen at the northern end
of the narthex.®

The architectural form of this
church presents great interest.

The dome was octagonal with

a horizontal cornice and curved Figure 133 Profitis Ilias from the northwest. Drawing by P. Durand
pilasters at the corners.’ Its roof, (1840). Athens, M. Charitatos Collection.

8 In order to form an arcosolium, two pilasters were built on both sides of the grave. The door in this place is even later, although
(according the drawing by P. Durand) it, too, had a marble door frame.
9 Similar to those of the katholikon of the Petraki monastery. We could regard them as broad semi columns.
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Figure 134 Profitis Ilias. Restored plan and east—west section. Revised from drawings in the Collections of
the University of Karlsruhe.
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like that of the bema apse, took the form
of a diplotholion."

It appears from two of the reconstruc-
tive drawings in the Karlsruhe collection
(Fig. 135) that the church had cloisonnée
masonry. On its west facade, between

the ashlars, ceramic tiles were arranged

to form Cufic or Greek letters, a feature

not visible in the other drawings. There

were dentil cornices and a dentil course

that ran around the arched windows, but
not around the doors. On the dome and
the facade of the west cross-arm there
was a frieze with reticulate revetments.'!

The side vaults of the narthex, again as

at Hagioi Theodoroi, were covered with

saddleback roofs and terminated in dou-

ble—light windows, while on the facade —Figure 135 Profitis Ilias..West face. El.evati.on. Drawing in
there were small single—light windows — the Collections of the University of Karlsruhe.
once more as at the Hagioi Theodoroi

church.

The western main entrance to the narthex had a marble door frame with a chamfered cor-
nice'” and a shallow arched niche over the lintel. The north entrance to the naos was walled
in."” The double-light bell tower above the south cross-arm had a pointed stone arch'* and was
obviously erected after 1204.

In terms of its construction, the cight-sided dome presents considerable interest, due to
the presence of ribs of unkown profile in its hemisphere and extending down into the tympa-
num. This type of dome was common in Constantinople, but rare in Greece" (Panaxiotissa
at Gavrolimni, Hagios Sozon in Orchomenos). Clearly the dome was constructed in brick
rather than stone.

As for the chronology, it should be noted that Megaw'® did not mention this church, since
in the 1930s most of the information available to us today was unknown. The earliest features

10 Similar to the dome of the Hagioi Anargyroi of Psyrri Square. A break, like a step of the roof over the bema apse, is remi-
niscent of Early Christian monuments and Hagios Euthymios in Thessaloniki (G. Velenis, Megofvlavtivij vaodouia otij
Occoalovikn [Athens 2003] 1415, fig. 1, 3. See also Vokotopoulos, ExxAnotoctixi Apyitektovikij, 154, 249, and
Sinos, op. cit., 355).

11 A. Megaw noted that this was the sole example of reticulate tiles in Athens. A.H.S. Megaw, Byzantine reticulate revetments,
in Xapiotipiov, 3, 10-22.

12 Drawings in the Karlsruhe Collection and by P. Durand and E. Peytier.

13 According to the drawing by P. Durand.

14 C. Barla, Mopoij kai é&EMicic tév folaviivdy kwdwvootooiowv (Athens 1959) 51.

15 S. Sinos, op. cit., 354.

16 A. Megaw, Chronology.
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are the semicircular apses in the sanctuary, the reticulate revetments, the stepped roofs of the
dome and the bema conch, and perhaps the church type, which approaches the transitional,"”
domed, cross-in-square type.

By contrast, clements suggesting a later date include the triple-light window of the bema
that was surrounded by a grouped type arch, the tile pilasters and dentil friezes around the
double-light windows that reached down to the level of the windowsill and the cross-vaulted
narthex. The similarities with the Hagioi Theodoroi help suggest a way of determining when
the two monuments were erected,'® while the ceramic Cufic or Greek letters in the masonry
may suggest a later date, on account of their resemblance to that found at the church of the
Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora.” In the end, it would seem logical to include the church of
Profitis Ilias among the Athenian monuments of the second quarter of the eleventh century.
It is a misfortune that we lack any architectural members with carved decoration to help
confirm this hypothesis.

The five drawings of wall paintings from this monument™ bear witness to the fact that in
addition to the representation of the so-called Madonna Catalana®' there were other wall
paintings in the late Gothic style, as well as representations that belong rather to the Ottoman
period, such as that of the whale rendering up Jonah.”

17 On the archaic, namely the early type of the transitional inscribed cross churches, see Vokotopoulos, Exxinolootikn
Apyitextoviki, 126. On Profitis Ilias 118 n. 2, 139, 148, 154 n. 1, 158, 159, 165, 170 n. 1, 192, 205 n. 2 (detail for the dating).

18 S. Sinos dates Profitis Ilias later than the church of the Hagioi Theodoroi (1049), to the middle of the eleventh century. See
op. cit., 360.

19 The church is associated with three other Athenian monuments in which we see the influence of the Panagia church at Hosios
Loukas. See Boura, Atdxoaoyog, 19-20.

20 S. Kalantzopoulou, Meoouwvikoi vaoi tijc AOivag o owloueve oyéoio ki ougiogis t00 Paul Durand, B’ (Athens
2000) pl. 25, drawing no. 14/10, pl. 26, 27; cadem, Ao Bulavtivol vooi tiig AbWvag, in Owpdxiov, Apiépwpua ot
wvijun I1. Aolopion (Athens 2004) 169-170.

21 See above n. 5 as well as Sinos, op. cit., 361. The painting was above the main entrance of the church.

22 S. Kalantzopoulou, Megauwvikoi, op. cit., pl. 25, drawing no. 14/9.
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Hagioi Theodoroi on Nikis Street

At 27 Nikis Street were discovered in 1970 the meager remains of a church with two dis-
tinct building phases. The excavation was never completed, although it was possible to study
approximately one-third of the church. While the publication was extensive,' it sheds little
clear light on the subject.

The small church dedicated to the memory of the two Saints Theodore survived until the
War of Independence’ and represented the monument’s second building phase that probably
dated to the Ottoman period. It was a single-aisled structure with a semicircular sanctuary
apse and was founded on the middle aisle of a larger three-aisled church whose pavement was
discovered 1.10 meters beneath ground level and whose foundations were erected partially
on the outworks of the ancient defensive walls.?

The church’s first phase, dated by the excavator ‘before the tenth century’, seems to have
been well built, incorporating ancient architectural members and ashlars from the ancient
proteichisma. The absence on the cast wall of pilasters corresponding to the division of the aisles
presents a problem for the accuracy of the reconstructive plans.* A vaulted tomb reused as an
bone house was mentioned earlier.’

From the publications it does not emerge which architectural type the Byzantine phase of
this church belonged to. Given that all the finds were at the level of the foundations or pave-
ments, there is no discussion of the monument’s morphological characteristics.

1 P. Lazaridis, Epetma foloavtivod vaod €nt tijg 0000 Nikng, 444 3 (1970) 29-34; idem, Bulovtiv pynueio AOnvav,
ArchDelt 25 (1970) 138—142, pl. 108, 109.

2 The first topographical maps of Athens (1830) show that on the spot of the future Nikis Street were the remains of a church
known as the Hagioi Theodoroi. See K. Biris, Ai maiaiai éxxcinoior t@dv AOnvadv (Athens 1940) 46, no. 17.

3 Alexandri (1970) 77-79.

4 ArchDelt 25 (1970) 139, drawing no. 1, without scale.

5 See above p. 96.
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Hagioi Theodoroi

Besides its artistic value as an architectural work of high caliber, the church of the Hagioi
Theodoroi is of historical importance thanks to two inscriptions preserved in the church
structure.' The inscriptions inform us about the date of the church’s construction, in 1049,
and about its founder, Nikolaos Kalomalos, spatharokandidatos, who was a state official with a
direct connection to the Byzantine capital. The fact that he made a significant outlay of money
in a provincial city at a time of political flowering in the empire is naturally of importance for
our understanding of medieval Athens.

Despite all this, the church has never been studied systematically. As is the case for other
Athenian monuments, there exists a mass of information that must be collected, includ-
ing scattered documentary material in older publications such as those of Couchaud® and
Castellazzi,’ in albums such as that published by the National Technical University of Athens,*
in archives such as the Byzantine Research Fund Archive® of the British School at Athens, and
in more artistic depictions, such as that by Stevens.® Located outside the Post-Herulian wall
and on the site of a poorly made, older chapel,” it is conjectured that the church of the two
Saints Theodore was probably not the katholikon of a monastery.

Generally speaking, the church’s state of preservation is good. After the War of Indepen-
dence, efforts were made to stabilize the building but, fortunately, additions were not made
to its structure. A photograph dated to 1842° shows the windows of the dome blocked up and
the western entrance without the marble door frame of dubious taste that appears there today.
In 1910 a new pavement was laid and, perhaps at the same time, since the interior plaster was
removed,” the new decoration in oil paints was done, according to early twentieth-century
artistic fashion. Excavation and conservation work'® were carried out in 1967.

Typologically (Fig. 136) the church is a variation of the transitional type, without columns,
and with continuous walls west of the dome and barrel-vaults in the four corner bays. The
variation is relatively rare and indicates that it is ancient (since little distinguishes it from the
transitional type),' and/or the fact that they could not find marble columns to be reused
here. We will return to this rare variation also represented elsewhere in Athens (as at Profitis

Ilias, for example).

1 K. Mentzou-Meimari, Xpovoroynuévar Bulavtvai émtypagod, DCRAE 9 (1979) 80, no. 8803; Xyngopoulos, Mvnueia
Abnvdyv, 73-74, fig. 66. On the date, sce below nn. 35-38.

Couchaud, Choix, 18, pl. XI, XII, XIII.

Castellazzi, Ricordi, pl. 5.

Mvnueia AOnvév, pl. 23-29.

Not published. The drawings do not show elements changed since then.

G.P. Stevens, Restorations of Classical Buildings (Princeton, NJ 1955) pl. XVI.

According to the inscription «. . . utkpov kai TAvov kai cabpdv Aav . . .» (small carthenware and very decayed), it is

~N N W

possible that the chapel was made of mud bricks.
Abnva 18391900, Pawtoypapikés Maptupies (Athens 1985) photograph no. 7 by P. Girault de Prangey.
P. Durand disregarded the Hagioi Theodoroi. This shows that during the years 18421843 the Byzantine or Post-Byzantine

O oo

mural paintings of the church were destroyed.
10 Lazaridis (1967) 154156, pl. 116.
11 Vokotopoulos, Exxinaiactixn Apyitextoviki, 116 ff., mainly 126.
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Figure 136 Hagioi Theodoroi. Plan and east—west section. Drawing by A. Alexandratou. NTUA Archives.
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Figure 138 Hagioi Theodoroi. Frieze of terracotta panels on the north facade.

Other typological features of the Hagioi Theodoroi church include the two blind arches in
the castern cross-arm'” and the asymmetry: the south cross-arm is shorter than the north one,
and the corresponding diakonikon is shorter than the prothesis. There is a perceptible asymme-
try in the west fagade of the building too.

Above the doors of the side aisles leading into the narthex there are arched openings,
possibly original. They might suggest that the narthex is later,"” but such a theory is not
verified.

The asymmetry of the west fagade has been noted. On the left, there is a door and the
cloisonne masonry continues to the base of the wall. On the right, instead of a door there is
a high, single-light window and the masonry is constructed of three large, upright through-
stones, others arranged horizontally to form a “T’, and the necessary filler."* The arches above
the door, the single-light window and the dentil bands set around them are preserved undam-
aged and unaltered.

The western cross-arm has a frieze (Fig. 137) made of nine equally sized ceramic plaques
with relief decoration that survive in a state of excellent preservation.” The north cross-arm
also has nine ceramic plaques of the same size (Fig. 138), but these have been eroded and are in
poor condition. The south cross-arm has ten equally sized ceramic plaques, also in very good
condition. Only the first and third have Cufic characteristics. None preserves the original
white plaster.

12 The blind arches could be said to stand in for the niches of a triconch bema.

13 Namely, they were openings for lighting. A similar case was that of the katholikon of Nea Moni. See Ch. Bouras, H Néa Movi
ij¢c Xiov. Totopio kai Apyitextovi (Athens 1981) 73, 111-112. Stevens wrongly believed that the narthex is a later
addition.

14 Hadji-Minaglou, Grand appareil, 168169, 176, 186, pl. 2.

15 According to G. Miles the ceramic frieze on the fagade was perhaps not contemporary with the building. See Krautheimer,
Apyrextovin, 509, n. 48.
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Figure 139 Hagioi Theodoroi. The south face of the church. Elevation. Drawing by Chr. Martinou. Archives
of the Post Graduate Studies Programme of National Technical University of Athens.

The arch above the south door of the
church (Fig. 139) is very well preserved,
but sections on either side are made of
mortared rubble, a rough and ready con-
struction made of small, irregular stones.
These sections are matched with chamfered
marble imposts.'®

There is a stepped crepidoma aligned longi-
tudinally along the south side. It is a mediocre
construction, made from disparate carved
stones.

In all the windows of the sanctuary apses,
and in those of the dome (Fig. 140), there

is ceramic Cufic decoration between the

arches,'” while in the three windows of the
bema apse there were once ceramic bowls.
Figure 140 Hagioi Theodoroi. The dome. The presence of windows and especially the

16 If there had been a two-columned propylon, some trace of it should have remained on top of the arch, but nothing has been
found there. Perhaps such an addition had been planned but was never executed.

17 Megaw, Chronology, 106, 108, 121. See also Tsouris, Kepaponlaotikds didkoouog, 6667, 107-108, 113, 139, 323;
Nikonanos, AlakooUGeLS, 340-343; Boura, Aidkoouog, 19-20, 34.
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double-light windows on all three sides
of the apse are related to the katholikon
of the monastery of Hosios Loukas.
The string-course at the springing of
the window arches (Fig. 141) is related
to both churches at Hosios Loukas and
represent the only known example
besides those two.'® What sets them
apart is that the string-course of the
Hagioi Theodoroi is chamfered and
unadorned, whereas at Hosios Lou-
kas they have relief decoration. In the
double-light windows we find double
quadrant arches and dentil courses to
the right and left of the opening.'” One
original marble door frame is pre-
served at the south entrance and has
a slightly concave cornice set between
two bead-and-reel moldings. The cor-
nice at the base of the sanctuary win-
dows is unadorned along its entire
length. The style of its profile is cavetto,
with a simple bead-and-reel pattern.
The double-light windows of the

‘Athenian’ dome®® can be compared

Figure 141 Hagioi Theodoroi. The bema apse from the northeast.

with those of the Panagia at Hosios Loukas,”' the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Athenian Agora,””

the Taxiarchs of Charouda in the Mani”’ and the now-demolished Panagia in Levadeia.” The

dome has elaborate marble gutters above the corner colonnettes, whose imposts are deco-

rated with acanthus leaves.

According to Nikolakopoulos, the champlevé” ceramic plaques that form the frieze on

the three cross-arms of the church are contemporary with the bowls?® and can be dated

18 Boura, didkoouog, 111-112, fig. 183.

19 Megaw, Chronology, 125, pl. 31, 3; Velenis, Epunveia, 255, n. 3.

20 Boura, d16koapog, 3940, fig. 55, 59, 60.
21 Schultz and Barnsley, St. Luke, 24, pl. 10.
22 A. Frantz, Holy Apostles, 9-10, pl. 8.

23 A.H.S. Megaw, Byzantine architecture in Mani, BSA 33 (1932-1933) 159.

24 1. Demakopoulos, H ITavoryio tiig AeBadidig, DChAE 12 (1984) 309, fig. 2.

25 The deep carving of the relief was filled with white plaster (G. Nikolakopoulos, Evtoiyiouéva kepaustid. otic dyeig tv
HECUULOVIKAY . .. EKKINGIDV pag [Athens 1978] 15 ff, mainly 25-40). The ceramic friezes of the Hagioi Theodoroi deserve

careful study.

26 A.H.S. Megaw, Glazed bowls in Byzantine churches, DChAE 4 (1964-65) 147 n. 4.
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— to the first half of the eleventh century.

The bowls are believed to be imported
.7

from Fatimid Egypt.”” The plaques link
the Hagioi Theodoroi stylistically with
the Soteira Lykodemou church and
with the Hagioi Asomatoi church near the
Theseion, but not in terms of motifs.
The excavations carried out in 1967
around the Hagioi Theodoroi™ showed
that the church had been erected on top
of the ruins of older buildings, possibly

Figure 142 Hagioi Theodoroi. Findings around the church a villa from the Roman period. Sixteen
during the 1967 excavation. P. Lazaridis.

graves were also discovered (Fig. 142)
which were clearly older in date than
the church. The excavator Lazaridis did
not mention Middle Byzantine buildings,
whose presence would of course testify
to the existence of a monastery around a
katholikon. Other graves had been previ-
ously discovered” under the pavement of
the church.

The very fine quality of the relief
decorations of the marble templon in the
church of the Hagioi Theodoroi — and
the rarity of the motifs — make them
worthy of special attention. They are
unpublished, and for this reason an
extensive description of them is justi-
fied (Fig. 143—145).

Four chamfered pieces from marble
architectural members were incorporated
in the bell tower®® above the south cross-
arm of the church. It is certain that they
belonged to the epistyle of the marble tem-

plon since their surfaces, including the lower

ones, are decorated with typical patterns

for epistyle coffers: alternating squares and

Figure 143 Hagioi Theodoroi. Templon architrave in secondary
use on the modern belfry. circles inscribed in knotted double frames.

27 G. Nikolakopoulos, op. cit., 21; idem, "Eva véo kepapekd ebpnua gvroryiouévo 6todg Ayiovg Ogodmdpovg Tilg
mhateiog KAawbudvog, Kepaueika Xpovikd 48 (1988) 8—12.

28 Lazaridis (1967) 154155, drawing no. 6.

29 Xyngopoulos, Mynueia Abnvev, 73.

30 C. Barla, Mopgij kai é5éAiig, op. cit, 14; Boura, A1dkoopuog, 65.
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Figure 145 Hagioi Theodoroi. The fragments of

the templon architrave on the modern
Figure 144 Hagioi Theodoroi. Detail of the templon architrave. belfry. Drawing by K. Aslanidis.

The two larger sections of the epistyle, placed up-ended to the right and left of the opening,
have similar designs: the horizontal piece has different patterns but is carved in the same style.
All the scultpure is distinguished by extremely high-quality work, precise patterns, original
motifs and stylistic unity. The decorative motifs are separated from one another by raised
bosses with a diameter of 18 centimeters. On the oblique surface of the epistyle, six motifs
appear, the first two of which are completely intact and measure 29 centimeters in length. The
first has 3 X 2 figures inscribed in a square, and each of the figures has eight pointed leaves. The
second motif is configured by two half-palmettes each with four half-leaves, curled around
twice in order to form a single, inverted palmette with five leaves. These figures are linked
together by intertwined circles and are rendered with strict symmetry.

The bosses are of three sorts: a) a wreath formed of multiple bunches of greenery, b) perfo-
rated, with unknown form (destroyed) and c) four swirling tufts. The four other patterns are
as follows: on the horizontal section there are a) quatrefoil inscribed in a square, consisting of
triple pointed leaves, b) shoot divided into folded tendrils with leaves, c) shoots with leaves,
similar to b, in a small section of the epistyle at the lower right, d) quatrefoil inscribed in a
square, consisting of triple pointed leaves. Given that the axial span of the surviving bosses is
0.46 meters, that the distance of the edge from the axis of the next boss is 0.47 meters, and
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Figure 146 Hagioi Theodoroi. The inscriptions on the west facade of the church.

that the opening between the bema walls is 3.70 meters, it emerges clearly that the epistyle
had six bosses with an interaxial distance of 0.46 meters and one figure, perhaps a cross, also
arranged on the axis, but which is not preserved.

The epistyle from the templon in the Hagioi Theodoroi church is difficult to date because
(except for the composite palmettes) no comparable decorative motifs are found among Byz-
antine scultpure in Greece. The composite palmettes within interlaced [cut knotted] circles
belong to a group of similar motifs known mainly from manuscripts,’' but also in the sculp-
tural work in the Panagia at Hosios Loukas,* in mosaics® and in metalwork, as on the door of
the katholikon at the Megiste Lavra on Mount Athos.*

All of the above comparisons lead to a date at the end of the tenth, or beginning of the
eleventh, or the first half of the eleventh century.

With regard to the two inscriptions on the fagade of the Hagioi Theodoroi church (Fig. 146),
and the relationship between them, the reading of the date and, finally, the date of the church,
there was a lively debate in the 1930s, with two articles by Megaw,” two by Xyngopoulos,* one
by Konstantopoulos,”” and one by Laurent.* The difficulty arises from the discrepancy between
the date otovn’ (6558), that is, A.D. 1049, and the third indiction. Megaw had accepted a late
date for the monument because he believed that the Panagia at Hosios Loukas (with which

stylistic comparisons were drawn) belonged to the period between 1025 and 1050. It is almost

3

See Ch. Bouras, The Byzantine bronze doors of the Great Lavra monastery on Mount Athos, JOB 24 (1975) 243245 nn.

62-67.

32 Boura, d1dkoouog, 88-89, fig. 145.We have the same motif on a templon epistyle of the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora (Frantz,
Holy Apostles, op. cit., 16, pl. 11 ¢, g, h), on an architectural member in the Asklepicion (Xyngopoulos, Xptotiavikov
AckInmigiov, ArchEph 54 [1915] 65, fig. 20) and on a templon epistyle of the Byzantine Museum (M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, 7¢
YAVTTA, op. cit., 120, no. 160).

33 On the katholikon of Hosios Loukas and Hagia Sophia of Kiev. M. Kambouri-Vamvoukou, Les motifs décoratifs dans les mosaiques
murales du Xle siécle (PhD diss., Paris 1983) 48, 50, 118.

34 Ch. Bouras, The byzantine bronze doors, op. cit., 243-245.

35 Megaw, Chronology, 96, 129; A.H.S. Megaw, The date of H. Theodoroi at Athens, BSA 33 (1932-1933) 163-169.

36 Xyngopoulos, Mvnpela ABNV@V, 73-74; idem, Al Emtypagai Tod vaod tdv Ayiov Ocoddpmv &v ABMvoig, EEBX 10
(1933) 494497

37 K. Konstantopoulos, MoAvPd6Boviov Nikordov Kakoudhov, Aidviis Enuepic Noutouatikiis Apyoioloyiog 2
(1899) 125 ff, no. 5.

38 V. Laurent, Nicola Kalomalos et I'église des S.S. Théodore a Athenes, EAAnvixd 7 (1934) 72-82.
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certain that the church was built in 1049 and a mistake was made in the calculation of the
indiction. There are typological and morphological indications supporting a date for the Hagioi
Theodoroi even before 1049: a) the typological affinity among churches of the transitional type
before 1000, b) the champlevé technique of the ceramic panels which are also found in the
Soteira Lykodemou church,” c) the decorative bowls which are dated to the first half of the
eleventh century,* d) the Cufic decoration on the tympana of the windows, bema and dome, ¢)
the dentil course that surrounds the large inscription, as well as the friezes on the cross-arms,*

and the carving on the icon screen, which are relatively early, as noted above.

39 Velenis, Epunveia, 115.
40 According to I. Nikolakopoulos, Evtoyouéva kepaugixd, op. cit.
41 Megaw, Chronology, 125.
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Hephaisteion, or ‘Theseion’, or Hagios Georgios

Unfortunately, there is no full monograph dedicated to the Temple of Hephaistos — known
by the name ‘Theseion’ — in the Early Christian and Middle Byzantine periods, even though
it is frequently mentioned in the bibliography. We have already discussed the physical pres-
ence of the ‘“Theseion” in the context of the medieval city' and referred briefly to the graves
inside and around the monument.” The almost complete absence of other sources and certain
unanswered questions (to be touched on below) seriously complicate our understanding of
the function and meaning of this monument for medieval Athenians (Fig. 147).

The Hephaisteion was one of the few buildings that escaped destruction by the Heruli
in 267.° But it is not known when the roof and its entire supporting system were removed,
along with the stylobates and the marble pavement of the cella. Since sections of all these
architectural members have not been recovered, Travlos was correct in his belief* that they
were removed in order to be reused in other constructions, perhaps even outside Athens. It is
therefore likely that when the “Theseion’ was given over to the new cult it was only an empty
shell in which changes were made at the west end, where an entrance was opened, and at the
east end, where two columns in the pronaos were removed, a large sanctuary apse was added
and the east wall of the cella was demolished.

Frantz® wrote at length about the date when the temple was reconsecrated as a church and
links it to the date of the pilaster capitals found there.® The large sanctuary apse was later
replaced by a smaller one, the same that survived until 1835 and is known from the draw-
ings of Stuart and Revett’ and various other depictions.® In all probability the replacement of
the original apse can be dated by the wall paintings, perhaps seventeenth century, that were
revealed by Orlandos.”

For the condition of the Theseion in the medieval period, the large barrel vault (Fig. 148)
covering the cella is of greater importance. It measures 6.20 meters in diameter and is both
unusual and larger than what is found in all other Athenian churches. The vault is constructed
of small, partially dressed stones, without the use of brick and with liberal application of

white mortar, on which the longitudinal planks of the formwork left their impression. The

See above p. 44.
See above pp. 125-126.
It is noticcable that there are no thermal fractures in the marble due to fire except in the lower parts of the columns of the

[SSRN S

opisthonaos, at the re-entrant southeast corner of the cella and at its later south door.
4 Travlos, Dictionary, 262. It worthy of attention that since nothing is extant from the interior colonnade of the cella, a number of
drums of the Doric columns of the pronaos (dismantled when the “Theseion” was tranformed to a church) survived, and were
found and restored in recent times. See Stikas, OpAévoog 0 GvacTAmTg, 433, fig. 33.
A. Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity in the Temples of Athens, DOP 19 (1965) 200 ff.
The pilaster capitals were published by Orlandos (Epyaciot dvaotnldcemg Polavivdy uvnueiov, ABME 2 [1936]
207-211, fig. 7, 10), but their dating is approximate. See photographs by A. Frantz in From Paganism, op. cit., fig. 17-22.
J. Stuart and N. Revett, The Antiquities of Athens (London 1762—1816) 3, chapter 1.
Kristensen, A0#va, 38-39, no. 12; Bendtsen, Sketches, 107, no. 49 (drawings by C. Hansen). The apse was low with two small

a

oo

rectangular windows, contrary to more usual Byzantine morphology. View of the apse from the southeast (by H. C. Stilling),
see ibid., 109. The depiction by Dupré in the Expédition Scientifique de la Morée is republished by Orlandos in ABME 2, 1936.
9 A. Orlandos, op. cit., 212-213 n. 1, fig. 11-13.
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Figure 147 Hephaisteion (or Theseion) during the Middle Ages. Plan and three sections, restored. Drawing by
J. Travlos.

construction of the vault is somewhat careless, which led to the appearance of large longitudi-
nal and transversal cracks. Its profile is not semicircular, but elliptical and slightly segmental. "

The overall poor quality of the vault makes a date in the Middle Byzantine period unlikely.
A fragment of a corner marble architectural member (Fig. 149) with an acanthus leaf carved in

10 Accurate measurements by M. Korres showed that the section of the barrel vault was originally semicircular and was
deformed later when the lateral walls of the cella leaned outwards. The gaps between the vault and the entablature at the east
and west end of the cella were filled with masonry by A. Orlandos during the restoration works (1935-1936).
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Figure 149 Hephaisteion (or Theseion). Marble fragment
incorporated to the vault. Phot. S. Mavrommatis.

relief was embedded in the vault'' and pro-
vides a terminus post quem for the construc-
tion, while a terminus ante quem is provided
by the description by Spon'? in 1678. A sin-
gle saddleback roof covered the vault and

|

stretched to the east and west parts of the

Figure 148 Hephaisteion (or Theseion). View of the church. To judge from the draWing by Pars,
barrel vault over the nave. Interior facing part of the roof was Preserved until 1765.

east. Phot. S. Mavrommatis. According to Travlos,"’ the vault was con-

structed during the conversion of the temple

to a church, which he dated to the fifth century. Frantz'* assembled all the divergent views:

Sotiriou' placed the conversion after the ninth century, Orlandos'® argued for the Middle

Byzantine period, Koch'” for the time of Basil the Bulgar-slayer, and W. B. Dinsmoor'® found

arguments to agree with Orlandos. Finally, Lawrence' pointed to similarities with twelfth-

and thirteenth-century vaults of the Crusaders in Syria.
A solution to the problem of chronology may be aided by a new discovery: the subter-
ranean, vaulted cistern of building E found in the excavation for the new Acropolis Museum

preserves its semicircular vault in excellent condition.?® The vault was made of small stones

11 Probably fifth century. To the west, almost at the keystone of the vault.

12 ]. Spon, Voyage, op. cit., 188—189. They note that the airing holes of the vault are in random places.

13 LTravlos, H mokanoypiotiavikn Bactiiky tod Atovoctokod Oedtpov, ArchEph 92-93 (1953/54) 312; idem, Abfjvar, 729.

14 Frantz, From Paganism, op. cit., 204-205.

15 G. Sotiriou, Al yprotiovikoi Ofifot tiig Occcuriog, ArchEph 68 (1929) 172.

16 A. Orlandos, Epyaciat . . ., op. cit., 214.

17 H. Koch, Studien zum Theseustempel (Berlin 1955) 33—38.

18 W.B. Dinsmoor, Observations on the Hephaisteion, Hesperia, Supplement 5 (1941) 11. Dinsmoor believed that the vault was
made of concrete.

19 Frantz, From Paganism, op. cit., 205.

20 S. Eleutheratou, 76 povagio xai 1 dvaokopij (Athens 2000) 20.
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and abundant white mortar, on which the planks of the formwork left their impression. The
similarity with the vault in the Hephaisteion is striking. The cistern is dated, as is Building E,
just before the mid-seventh century’' and was abandoned before the end of that century.

The re-roofing of the ancient temple after the removal of all the marble from the cella
interior, perhaps after a period of abandonment,”” probably coincided with the conversion
of the “Theseion’ to a church. This change may seem somewhat late, but the idea of a single
barrel-vaulted basilica is in principal post-Justinianic, while the economic situation in Ath-
ens from the end of the fifth century until the reign of Constans probably was not one of
particular prosperity, given what we know about coin circulation in medieval Athens.”* The
construction of the vault bears witness to the importation of foreign technical knowledge,
and a later date.**

We lack satisfactory information about the general condition of the “Theseion’ after the
medieval period. Neither carved architectural members from this period, nor traces of new
pavement were found; from at least 1290” graves were situated in the earth floor of the cella
interior. The view expressed by W.B. Dinsmoor that the cuttings for the ancient course XIII
of the isodomic wall are related to the templon™ does not correspond to the usual height of
Middle Byzantine templa. And finally, no trace was found of the presumed Byzantine wall
paintings of the church interior either on the walls or on the vault. The faint wall paintings,
perhaps from the eleventh century, that were studied by Xyngopoulos ninety years ago” were
found on the exterior of the cella walls, on the west and north sides. Orlandos®® attributed
the absence of wall paintings in the medieval church to the lack of natural light in the church
interior.

Related to this is the question of the plaster in the building’s interior. One layer of plaster
just two millimeters thick (and preserved in fragments) covered the walls to a height of six
courses, but was not found above this or on the orthostat. Dinsmoor believed that this plaster

was Byzantine,” but the rough working of the marble with a pointed object in order to create

21 During the stay of the emperor Constans in Athens, in 662, 663. See Eleutheratou, op. cit., 19.

22 On the north side of the cella interior, near the northwest corner, the clamps and gudgeons were methodically removed
from seven successive courses of isodomic masonry and also from the orthostats. Plundering of the iron elements can also
be seen near the northeast corner, as well as in the south side of the cella near the southwest corner and in ten positions on
the stylobate and the second step of the crepidoma on the west side. The plundering affirms that for a certain period of time
the church had ceased to be used.

23 C. Morrisson, Byzantine money: Its production and circulation, in Laiou, Economic History III, pl. 6, 5. During the residence
of Constans, the circulation of money in Athens significantly increased. The year of the Constans’s stay in the city, during
which the vault of the Theseion possibly was built, was, according to A. Frantz (Late Antiquity, 123), a ‘brief period of
prosperity’.

24 A seventh-century date for the consecration of the Theseion and its connection with the visit of Constans to Athens is also
accepted by Camp, Agora, 212214 This late date — a time when the fury of fanatical Christians against ancient art had waned —
may be responsible for the preservation of the sculptures of the metopes and frieze.

2

26 W.B. Dinsmoor, Observations, op. cit., 12.

27 A. Xyngopoulos, ITapBevivog Bulavtivai toroypagiot, Eniuetpov, ArchEph 59 (1920) 51-53.

28 A. Orlandos, Epyaciat, op. cit., 214.

29 W.B. Dinsmoor, Observations, op. cit., 99—101.

%]

The year of the most ancient coin found in a grave in the cella. Information from W. B. Dinsmoor.
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an adhesive surface for the plaster proves that its date is classical.™® In places, however, a second,
thicker layer of plaster is visible that used straw for its binding material, which makes it possible
that the second layer does belong to the Middle Byzantine period. No color is visible.

The two transverse structures on the north and south side of the peristasis and which appear
on Travlos’s well-known plans of the medieval Theseion® do not appear on the drawings of
the church by Barskij,”” Hope,*’ and Hansen.* But they do appear in the photographs taken by
James Robertson (1854) and Filippos Margaritis (1858—1862).” We should consider these as
more recent, temporary constructions, made to serve the needs of the Central Archacological
Museum, which was housed from 1834 at the ‘Theseion’ and later demolished.

It is thought that the monument served as the katholikon of a monastery at least in the twelfth
and thirteenth centuries. It is mentioned by Michael Choniates* as Hagios Georgios in the Kera-
meikos, and also in a letter by Pope Innocent Il in 1208."" In five of the Middle Byzantine graffiti
transcribed by Antonin®™ we find mention of ‘abbots of the monastery’, which verifies that the
‘Theseion” belonged to a monastery.” Unfortunately, the inscription that was on the pilaster at the
entrance*’ does not further our knowledge. No monastery buildings have ever been mentioned.

The graffiti on the walls and columns of the Theseion have been discussed in many articles.*!
Thcy consist mainly of names of Athenians in the Middle Byzantine pcriod.

30 A. Orlandos, 76 A1 douijc 1@V dpyaicwv EAnvwv, A2 (Athens 1958) 27, fig. 15, 57, 58; G.P. Stevens, Some remarks
upon the interior of the Hephaisteion, Hesperia 19 (1950) 160—163.

31 A. Frantz, From Paganism, op. cit., fig. 16. The same drawings in her picture guide, The Middle Ages in the Athenian Agora

(Princeton 1961) fig. 5. According to D. Pallas (Met@f 0o, 41) the two small appendages remind one of the pastophoria of
Syrian church architecture.

32 B. Barskij, Stranstobobaniya, op. cit. The drawing (1745), a perspective view of the monument, has some mistakes: it shows
five instead of six columns on the facade, bases under the Doric columns etc. A single pitched roof covered the temple.

33 T. Hope, Eixovec 6o tijv EAAdoo to0 180v aidva (Athens 1985) pl. 97, 232.

34 Bendtsen, Sketches, 221, no. 169. Plan.

35 Lyons et al., Photography, 141, fig. 13; AOva. 18391900, Pwtoypopikéc Moptopies (Athens 1985) fig. 75.

36 Lambros, Xovidtng, B, 238, 623-624.

37 PL,vol. 215, 1560.

38 Antonin, 1874, 28, ap. 28, 30, 33, 34, p. 29, no 36.

39 When Spon came to Athens (1678) the monastery did not exist as an institution and liturgies were infrequently celebrated
in the church.

40 A. Xyngopoulos, [TopOev@vog, op. cit., idem, H ktntopiki| éntypagt| tod Onoeiov, BNJ 7-8 (1930/31) 147-148. Its

transcription is at many points different from Kambouroglous’s.

Antonin (above n. 38); K. Pittakis (ArchEph 9 [1853] no. 1599, 244954, 3468-78); K. Zisiou (4IEE 2 [1885] 22-23); G. Ladas

(BuCavtivai £ni tod Onoeiov émtypapai dvékdotol, ZvAiéxtig, 3-5, 57-80); K. Mentzou-Meimari (XpovoAoymuévar, op.

cit., DChAE 9 [1977-79], 80-81); A. MacCabe, Byzantine funerary graffiti in the Hephaisteion in the Athenian Agora, in Pro-

ceedings of the 21st Intern. Byz. Congress, 2 [London 2006] 127-128).

4
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Hagios Thomas

The church of Hagios Thomas, located at Eurysakiou and Kladou Streets behind the Stoa of
Attalos, was demolished in 1834 and was considered to have been a work of the Ottoman
period." It was a three-aisled basilica of medium size.

When in 1973 Chatzidakis’ conducted a systematic excavation of the space around the
monument, it became clear that the church had four building phases, of which the third
belonged to the Middle Byzantine period (Fig. 150). According to the excavator, it was built
over the remains of the second phase (a three-aisled basilica of the sixth or seventh century) by
raising the pavement level and erecting walls over the remains of the older ones.’ In this third
phase, the floor was paved in stone, and it is conjectured that a marble templon was added. In
the mid-seventeenth century, a new, radical transformation was effected by raising the pave-
ment 1.5 meters and reorganizing the entire space.

It is unfortunate that the surviving elements of the Middle Byzantine church are very few and
it is impossible to reconstruct the church as it appeared at that time. Then, too, the church had
three aisles and a narthex but the church type remains unknown, although a significant part of it
still remains unexcavated. Two thorakia with a lozenge motif from the eleventh century* may have

belonged to the templon, but the other carved elements are clearly from a much earlier date.’

TOMH B-B

Figure 150 Hagios Thomas. Plan and section of the remains of the church. (M. Chatzidakis.)

1 Xyngopoulos, Mynpelo AOnvadv, 112; Kambouroglous, Totopia, 201; idem, ABijvou, 148 ff; K. Biris, Ai ékxcinoion tdv
wodoi@v AOnvisv (Athens 1940) 38.

2 Chatzidakis (1974) 184-192, drawings 2—6, pl. 127-129; idem, Annual Report, JHS (1979-1980) 12. See also P. Lazaridis,
Bulavtva Kol pneca@vikd uvnuelon AOMvav, ArchDelt 24 (1969) B, 95; Lazaridis (1971) 63.

3 Chatzidakis (1974) 189, drawings 26, pl. 127-129.

4 Tbid., pl. 127 B, 128 B.

5 Ibid., pl. 128 0., y.
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Martyrion of Hagios Leonides (Ilissos basilica)

The subterrancan martyrion of Hagios Leonides is attached to the north aisle of the large Early
Christian Ilissos basilica that was excavated by Georgios Sotiriou' in 1919. The martyrion had
been previously visited by Pittakis, who did not consider it important and referred to it as a
simple underground space.’

The monument’s identification as a martyrion of Saint Leonides was made by Konstantopou-
los® when he connected it with a passage in Michael Choniates.* Michael describes the mar-
tyrion as a ‘short walk outside the city’, observing that contemporary Athenians had neglected
it, while they should give special honor to it as a ‘polyandrion’ that housed the relics of many
martyrs at the same time. It is likely that the encomium was declaimed inside the martyrion,’
which would have been in good condition at that time.

The martyrion was square in shape, measuring 3.80 X 3.87 meters (Fig. 151), and was
extended by vaulted arcosolia on three sides. The fourth side was taken up by stairs leading
up to the basilica.® The space was covered with a low, domical vault, whose soffit reached
a height of 3.36 meters from the pavement: it was a space large enough to accommodate
worshippers who would assemble for the celebration of commemorative services. Pittakis
noted that the walls were covered with revetment of Pentelic and Hymettian marble, while
Konstantopoulos visited early enough to sce part of the domical vault still intact.”

It does not seem likely that a church had been built in the area of the basilica, since Middle
Byzantine sculpture was not found in the area and, in addition, Choniates says that the Athe-
nians in his day were ignorant of the martyr’s importance.

Sotiriou dated both the basilica and the martyrion to the mid-fifth century. The small amount
of architectural sculpture® can be dated one century later. In any case, the martyrion functioned

as a shrine or chapel during the Middle Byzantine period.

1 G. Sotiriou, IToAond yprotiavikn Bacidikr| TMccod, ArchEph 58 (1919) 1-31; idem, IToAatoypiotiovikd uvnueia 1dv
AONVGY, in EMME 1 (1927) 51-55.

2 K. Pittakis, ArchEph 9 (1853) ff.

3 K. Konstantopoulos, ZvpPol| €ig v Tomoypapiay TV ¥pioTiovikd@v AOMvav: 10 paptiplov tod Emickomov
Aewvidov, Hugpoioyiov. EOviké DihavOpwmixa Kataotijuora (Constantinople 1904-1906) 331-334.

4 Lambros, Xoovidtng,A’, 150156, B’, 359-360.

5 Ibid., 151, ¢ kai 100G EvradBo kelpévoug KaAViKovg udptopag (. . . as well as the victorious martyrs laid to rest
here. . .). D. Pallas believed that the Ilissos basilica preserved its upper structure until the thirteenth century. See Pallas,
MetdBaon, 26.

6 For drawings of plan and section (restored), see in G. Sotiriou, op. cit., fig. 39.

7 Later the dome collapsed and the monument was covered with earth. For a drawing of it during the excavation, see in Sotiriou,
Apyaroloyia, 79, fig. 46.

8 G. Sotiriou in EUME A’ (1929) 52, fig. 42.
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Hagios loannes o Theologos, Plaka
The small church dedicated to St John the Theologian in Plaka was the focus in 1975 and 1976

of a very positive intervention to conserve and upgrade the monument, and many important
publications followed." In this context several preliminary observations were made, especially
about the painted decoration of the church (Fig. 152).

The old ground plan and sectional view by Orlandos’ was reconsidered in 2002* based on a plan
by Karl Poppe* in 1840 that was drawn before the destruction of the tribelon® between the main
nave and the narthex (Fig, 153).

Hagios loannes belongs to the two-columned cross-in-square, domed type with a cross-
vaulted narthex and three three-sided apses on the exterior of the sanctuary. The parabemata
are covered with barrel vaults and the corner bays with domical vaults.

The state of preservation is relatively good. The south and east sides have been absorbed into an
adjacent property. The pavements are modern and the north entrance has been converted into a
window. On the west wall (0.73 m thick), between the naos and narthex, are pilasters that reach
to a height of 2.80 meters and appear clearly on the Orlandos plan. They obviously belonged to
the tribelon, which survived until at least 1840. However, we do not know whether the tribelon
arches were of the same height, or whether the middle section was raised. Its colonnettes have
not been discovered.

On the exterior, the roofs follow the known pattern for cross-in-square churches. The
system of masonry was cloisonné (Fig. 154), without ceramic decoration except for the top
of the north cross-arm that terminates with upright bricks, some of which are cut bricks.® At
the roof edges, dentil cornices are still preserved (although some have fallen). Consistent with
the two-columned cross-in-square type, the uneven dispositions of the roof levels’ are visible
on the north side of the church.

A characteristic architectural form found at the Theologos church is the projecting blind
arch located over the lintel of the two entrances to the church® (Fig. 155, 156), an architec-
tural form also known as a ‘compact propylon’. They are supported on marble corbels and
have a gabled roof and arches of thin bricks. The western example has a slightly horseshoe
shape and its supports are Early Christian spolia, possibly imposts from small columns.

The dome (Fig. 157) is ‘Athenian’ with marble colonnettes at the corners and semicircular

chamfered arched cornices on its eight sides. But here the dome is somewhat removed from

1 E. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, Aytog Twdvvng 6 @sordyog ITAdkag, Epyacieg cuvtnpiicemg, ArchDelt 30 (1975) B’,
54-56, 31 (1976) B’, 62, mainly A4A4 8 (1975) 140-150.

2 Xyngopoulos, Mynpeio. AOnvav, 74, fig. 68.

3 Bouras, Naodopia, 35-36, fig. 13.

4 Klaus Stihler, MeEAET (1985). Under the title ‘Kirche am Fuss der Akropolis’, we find a general view from the northeast, a
plan, a front elevation and detailed drawings of the dome, cornice and an ordinary Corinthian capital.

5 On the form of the tribelon between the narthex and the naos in Middle Byzantine churches, see P. Vokotopoulos, Tlepi tv
XPOVorOYN GV ToD £V Kepkupa vaod tdv Ayiov Tacovog kai Zacudtpov, DCRAE 5 (1969) 160 n. 49.

6 Megaw, Chronology, 113, fig. 4, type 3; Velenis, Epunveia, 255; Tsouris, Kepopomlootikdg didkoopog, 139.

7 Mamaloukos, [Tapatmpnoetg, 195-196 n. 41.

8 The monument under consideration is probably the unique example of a church with two proskynetaria of this kind.
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Figure 152 Hagios loannes Theologos, Plaka. Plan and section. Actual state. Drawing by S. Paraskevopoulos.
National Technical University of Athens Archives.
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s M

Figure 153 Hagios loannes Theologos, Plaka. Restored

plan and section. Figure 155 Hagios loannes Theologos, Plaka. Part of
the west fagade of the church. Drawing
by K. Aslanidis.

the original model, because the protruding
gutters do not spring from the colonnette
imposts, but are placed considerably higher.

The marble door frame of the west
entrance does not have a cornice and in all

likelihood it was shortened at some point

in time.’ The quality of the carving on the

molding is mediocre (Fig. 237E). The gray
. " marble columns of the main nave are mono-

liths. Their bases are not visible, but may
Figure 154 Hagios Ioannes Theologos, Plak.a. Actual exist under the modern pavement, and the
state of the north fagade. Drawing by
S. Paraskevopoulos. National Technical

University of Athens Archives.

double capitals placed one atop of the other

9 Given that the moldings of its jambs reach the threshold without the usual rough lower part, the proportions of the door are

not original and the masonry over the opening has been altered.
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Figure 157 Hagios Ioannes Theologos, Plaka. Dome.

are spolia (Fig. 158). The lower capitals are
Ionic and the upper Corinthianizing. The
southern Ionic capital is of special interest
as it has volutes and a concave abacus on
all four sides. One side of the Corinthian-

izing capital placed above it is only partially

Figure 156 Hagios loannes Theologos, Plaka. Arch over
the blocked north door. worked, and the corners are decorated with

acanthus leaves between which is carved a
palmette. On the north column, the upper zone of the Corinthianizing capital is adorned
with reed leaves.

With regard to its construction, it is worth noting that the Theologos church has acous-
tic jars in the pendentives supporting the domes, as well as drawing attention to the small
recess of the arches in the openings between the bema and the parabemata. The altar is modern
masonry and the icon screen is wooden and also modern.

As for the date, Megaw did not include the church in his final catalogue,'” but the cut bricks and
absence of ceramic decorative elements point to the twelfth century (Fig. 159). A bronze coin''
from the reign of Alexios Komnenos (1081-1118) provides a terminus post quem for the church,
while the highly valuable wall paintings'? belong, without doubt, to the thirteenth century. How-
ever, the great similarity between the Theologos and Hagios Petros of Kalyvia-Kouvara churches,"
both in terms of type and the characteristic elements of the tribelon and the shrines over the lintels
(the so-called ‘compact propylon’), make a date at the end of the twelfth century quite probable.

10 Megaw, Chronology, 129.

11 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou in 444 (1975) 142, fig. 2. The coin was found in the fill between the vaults and the tiled roof.

12 Eadem, 142-150; N. Chatzidakis, ¥n@1dwtd kol totoypapieg, op. cit., 250-251; S. Kalopisi-Verti, Emntdoceig g A’
Zravpopopiog otV pvnuetaxt) (oypa@iky in P Vokotopoulos (ed.), H folavrivii téyviy uetd v 4n Zravpogpopio
(Athens 2007) 74-75, pl. 6..

13 N. Coumbaraki-Panselinou, Saint Pierre de Kalyvia Kouvara et la chapelle de laVierge de Merenta (Thessaloniki 1976) 49.
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Figure 158 Hagios Ioannes Theologos, Plaka. The capitals of the columns in the main nave.

L 1 L I | M

Figure 159 Hagios Toannes Theologos, Plaka. Actual state of the east face.
Drawing by S. Paraskevopoulos. National Technical University
of Athens Archives.
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Hagios loannes o Prodromos

We find the following description in the Praktikon' of the Athens region: ‘in the castle, in the
vicinity of the Tzynkanisterion . . . a field . . . [there is] to the east the church of the Prodro-
mos, to the west the path . . . to the north the royal wall’

This means that the church dedicated to John the Baptist, the Prodromos, or Forerunner
of Christ, was located very near and inside the Valerianic walls of Athens, on its north side.

The editors of the Praktikon identified the monument with that of Hagios loannes stin
Kolona” where there was a Post-Byzantine chapel. But on the old maps of Athens, Hagios
JIoannes o Prodromos is identified at the east end of Theatrou Street and on Sokratous Street.’
According to the Staufert register (1836) it measured 11.50 X 20 meters and had a colon-
nade at the west end.* The church was demolished after the War of Independence and is not
mentioned in Orlandos’s Eureterion (1933).

Comparison of plates IV and XI in Travlos’s Poleodomike (IToieodouicij) shows that the later
Hascki wall in this arca coincided roughly with the course of the older Valerianic or Royal wall,
and that the church was located behind a low tower in the wall, some 220 meters west of the
so-called ‘Menidi Gate’.

In Fauvel’s general view of Athens (Fig. 160), the church of the Prodromos is clearly shown
in precisely this position. It was a cross-in-square church (the north cross-arm is clear) and
had a high ‘Athenian’ dome. A pre-1204 date is confirmed by the reference in the Praktikon.

It is worth noting that among the letters of Michael Choniates there is one addressed to the
abbot of a Prodromos monastery.® Lambros supposed that this was some monastery in Actolia’
because it is mentioned that the original letter to which Choniates is replying was sent from

Kalydon. But we cannot exclude the possibility that the sender was the abbot of the Athenian

monastery, self-exiled as was Choniates, after the disaster of 1204.

——
—_— A
o -l"—n.-—d-u-x-\.. _..,-‘.._.-.a_-_-r_—-.,_, =

éfh P ares. .... /nh..h.. PR

Figure 160 General view of Athens from the north, circa 1780. Drawing by L.E.S. Fauvel. Paris, Louvre Museum.
The Byzantine church of Hagios Ioannes o Prodromos can be seen at the center of the picture.

1 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 26, 34.

2 Ibid., 26, n. 86. On this small church sce also above p. 49 n. 300.

3 K. Biris, Al ékkAnoian, op. cit., 33, 49, no. 70.

4 Ibid.

5 Byzance retrouvée, 159, fig. 92. Vue d’Athenes prise du Nord (1780 or 1784).

6 Lambros, Xovidng, B, 333, no p&n’. T® Tavociotdte kabnyovuéve tig noviig Tod IIpodpduov kOp MapTiviovd.
7 Ibid., 648-649.
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Hagios loannes on Vou]iagmenis Street

After the demolition of modern outbuildings that had accumulated around the church of
St John on Vouliagmenis Street' — once a metochion of the monastery of St John Kynegos’ — it
was confirmed that part of it belonged to a Middle Byzantine church. The aboveground sec-
tions of the sidewalls and the barrel vault were part of the monument’s Post-Byzantine phase,
but the apses of the bema and parabemata, and the blind arch inside the south side, probably
preserve elements from the original church. Unfortunately, the unsightly plasterwork that
covers the monument’s exterior’ prohibits any further observations.

The excavation showed that Hagios loannes had four building phases and three succes-
sive layers of pavement, the first of which was laid in the twelfth century.* To this phase also
belongs the marble stylobate of the templon, which stands in situ. The building’s antiquity is
reflected in the marble spolia in the bema apse and part of the Middle Byzantine door frame.’

It was not possible to determine what type of church it was in the first phase. It was prob-
ably single-aisled with a total width of 5.60 meters in the sanctuary.

1 P. Lazaridis, Bolovtivé koi pesoimvikd uvnueio AOvav — ATtikig, ArchDelt 25 (1970) 142-143.
2 Xyngopoulos, Mynpeio. AOnvav, 151.

3 P Lazaridis, BolavTivé, op. cit., pl. 110 a, B.

4 Ibid., drawing no. 3, pl. 110 8, 143.

5 Ibid., pl. 111 0, B.
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Hagios loannes Mangoutes

The original church of St John Mangoutes, which is dated by an inscription to 871, was
rebuilt, or remodeled, or acquired a new templon in the twelfth century.' From this church
nothing survives except for three elaborately decorated, but seriously amputated, thora-
kia (Fig. 161-163), now exhibited in the Byzantine and Christian Museum in Athens.” The
church was drawn after the War of Independence by Couchaud,’ Durand,* and Hansen.’
Featuring clearly Frankish typological and morphological elements, Hagios Ioannes was
constructed on the ruins of the earlier church and incorporated in its west fagade the three
relief-carved panels from the templon of the older church (Fig. 164). In its turn, this church
was destroyed in 1835.°

We are not in a position to say anything about the architecture of the Middle Byzantine
church of Hagios Ioannes. The eight-line metric inscription” that accompanies two of the thorakia

Figure 161 Marble panel from the templon of Hagios loannes Figure 162 Marble panel from the templon of
Mangoutis. Athens, Byzantine and Christian Hagios loannes Mangoutis. Athens,

Museum (T. 293 B). Phot. Byz. Museum. Byzantine and Christian Museum
(T. 294-117). Phot. Byz. Museum.

1 Bouras, Naodouia, 36-37, 362, ﬁg. 14, 15.

2 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, / Zvmzd, op. cit., 128131, no. 175, 176, 177.Two of the sculptured panels have been published many
times, the third only once in TAvred. M. Sklavou believes that the inscriptions of the twelfth century were engraved on the
panels one century carlier.

3 Couchaud, Choix, pl. 5, 6.

4 Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 76-78.

5 Bendtsen, Sketches, 246 (Chr. H. 236)-Kristensen, A61va, 56-57, fig. 34, 35.

6 According to the accurate drawing by Durand (1835). Until then the three marble panels were intact (Kalantzopoulou,
Durand, 76).

7 C. Konstantopoulos, Entypagn £k 1od vaod tod Ayiov Todvvov Maykodtn, EEBX 8 (1931) 244-255.
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Figure 164 Hagios loannes Mangoutis as restored
after 1204. The three Middle Byzantine

Figure 163 Marble panel from the templon of marble panels can be seen on the facade of

Hagios loannes Mangoutis. Athens, the church. Drawing by P. Durand (circa

Byzantine and Christian Muscum 1840). Athens, M. Charitatos Collection.
(T. 2930,). Phot. Byz. Museum.

holds great interest because, on the one hand, it confirms that they belonged to the church
of Hagios loannes® and, on the other, it provides us with the name of those who renovated
the church: Germanos Sporgitis and his children. It is obvious that Sporgitis belonged
to the small, local aristocracy of Athens since he is also mentioned in the Praktikon’ as a

landowner.

8 The inscription begins with an encomiastic address to St John.
9 Granstrem ct al., Praktikon, 31.
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Kaisariani

Michael Choniates refers in a letter to the monastery of Kaisariani (Fig. 165) and other mon-
asteries in the wider area with the phrase ‘around the edge of honeyed Hymettus [are] not
unpleasant monasteries (phrontisteria)’.' The Kaisariani monastery is preserved until the pres-
ent day almost entirely intact and in excellent condition, and its katholikon is one of the most
distinguished in terms of quality among the Middle Byzantine monuments of Athens. There
are abundant references to the monument in the bibliography,” as well as depictions by visitors
from the past and present,’ and at least three monographs have been dedicated to the mon-
astery.” In the absence of epigraphical evidence, the date of the katholikon has to be arrived at
by approximation, and nearly all’ the external testimonies refer to the monastery during the
period of Ottoman rule.®The superb wall paintings that cover the main nave and narthex also
belong to the Post-Byzantine period.”

The katholikon belongs to the usual com-
plex, four-columned,  cross-in-square,
domed type church (Fig. 166) with a later,
also domed, narthex and a vaulted, basili-
cal chapel on its south side. The katholikon
interior is possessed of grand and harmo-
nious proportions. Some of the details tes-
tify to its exquisite quality, both in terms of
morphology and construction, such as the
arrangement of the bricks in the tympa-
num of the double-light sanctuary window
(Fig. 167), the precision of the structure, as
well as the austerity of the dome and the
large arch on the north side which is built
of large, finely carved voussoirs (Fig. 168),

preserving the ancient conception of homo-

centric fasciae® and lending a clearly classical

Figure 165 Katholikon of Kaisariani. View from the
tone to the whole. southeast.

1 Lambros, Xowvidarng, B’, 13, 554.

2 Bibliography until 2002, see Bouras, Naodouia, 162.

3 Kristensen, A0ivar, 131, fig. 158; Bendtsen, Sketches, 132, fig. 100102, 350, LAW 130.

4 ]. Strzygowski, Koisaptovi], ZvpBolat eig v ictopiov tfig vemtépag ypiotiavicii téyvng &v 'EALESL, ArchEph 41
(1902) cols. 51-96; J.A. Hamilton, The Church of Kaisariani in Attica (Aberdeen 1916); L.W. Forrest, The Monastery of Kaisariani,
History and Architecture (PhD. diss., Ann Arbor 1996).

5 Ina letter of Michael Choniates to the abbot of the monastery, see Lambros, Xwvidtyg, B’, 311-312, 642-643.The monas-

tery is also mentioned in the well-known letter of Pope Innocent III.

Orlandos, Mynpuelo. ABnv@v-Atticiic, 159—162; Kambouroglous, Iotopia, B’, 191.

Orlandos, op. cit., 162—163; Chatzidakis, A0#jva, fig. 113—120; N. Chatzidakis, Pne1dwtd kol toyoypagieg, op. cit.,

274-278; eadem, 16 povaotipi tijc Koaiooprovijc (Athens 1977).

In the exonarthex of Nea Moni on Chios (Ch. Bouras, Néa Movij, op. cit., 59, fig. 28, 37-40), the arch has the same form

(archivault).
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Figure 166 Katholikon of Kaisariani. Plan and east—west section. Actual state.
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Figure 167 Katholikon of Kaisariani. The window of the bema conch.
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Figure 168 Katholikon of Kaisariani. The north gable.

The marble templon (Fig. 169), restored
in the 1950s,” is contemporary with the
church, but the four marble columns with
Ionic capitals in the main nave are spolia from

Late Antique buildings. Incorporated into

the chapel and scattered around the mon-

-

astery are many carved architectural mem-

X U
doeue

bers from different periods,'® but this does
not amount to proof that an Early Christian
basilica'' once stood on the same site.
Megaw'” dated the Kaisariani katholikon
on technical grounds (with a terminus ante
quem of 1209) to the last quarter of the
eleventh century, and this date has received

Figure 169 Katholikon of Kaisariani. The marble templon

after restoration.

9 By the Philodassiki Society of Athens, under the supervision of J. Travlos.
10 Among others, late antique architectural members reworked during the medieval period.
11 J.Travlos, Bildlexikon zur Topographie des Antiken Attika (Tiibingen 1988) 192.
12 Megaw, Chronology, 93, 102-103, 107, 112, 116117, 120, 122, 125.
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general acceptance. But several factors, "’ based on additional, new observations, make it more
likely that the katholikon should be counted among the monuments belonging to the first half
of the twelfth century.

The Kaisariani monastery presents special interest as a monastic complex thanks to
its good state of preservation. Even though some of the buildings were renovated in the
Ottoman period, the overall arrangement remains Byzantine and the outer, defensive
enclosure wall that surrounds a square space seems to have been the original wall. In a
drawing of a monk by Barskij'* we can see the alterations made after 1745. The same draw-
ing provided the basis for several reconstructions made in the monastic cells in the 1950s.
In addition to the katholikon, the monastery’s Byzantine bath is also preserved (with some
modifications'®), as is the partially restored vaulted monastic refectory'® and kitchen,'” which
is covered by a dome. It remains unknown where the fine library of the Kaisariani monastery

was housed.

13 Bouras, Naodouia, 159, 161.

14 B. Barskij, Stranstbobanija, 4, op. cit., pl. 16. The drawing is not without mistakes. For instance, the katholikon is represented
as a church of the free cross rather than the inscribed cross type.

15 Orlandos, Movaotnpioxi, 103-106, fig. 114, 115. During the Ottoman period the bath was transformed into an olive
press. One of its lateral apses was demolished, a terrace was formed over its dome and over it one more cell was built.

16 Orlandos, Movaotypiaxi, 51, fig. 63.

17 The refectory and the kitchen have their access to the east, in order to facilitate direct access from the katholikon. Barskij’s
drawing shows the dome over the kitchen and its tall chimney.
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Kapnikarea

The church dedicated to the Koimisis, or Dormition, of the Theotokos (Fig. 170), more usu-
ally known as Kapnikarea, is the most famous Byzantine monument of Athens. It stands in a
very good state of preservation at the heart of the city’s historic center and is the university
church." However, in this case there is no systematic monograph, but only a mass of refer-
ences of secondary importance, as well as depictions, and these do not fill the need for careful
architectonic documentation of the monument.’

We will not occupy ourselves here with the problem of the monument’s name’ or its
history after the War of Independence.* The oldest architectural drawings by Couchaud,’
Monneret de Villard,® and those that appeared in the Algemeine Bauzeitung’ provide infor-
mation about the modifications made to the exterior of Kapnikarea during the last century
and were used by the older studies of Millet,® Xyngopoulos” and Orlandos.'” Given that
the shape of the church remained unchanged, the drawings, plans and photographs of
the exterior in the nineteenth century are not of particular interest. Neither information
about the building’s older history nor
inscriptions“ exist.

With regard to typology, Kapnik-
area belongs to the complex cross-in-
square, domed church type (Fig. 171),
with a tri-partite sanctuary and a nar-
thex covered by barrel vaults."” The
naos does not have a strictly square
shape, but its proportions are 1 to
1.7. One idiosyncrasy of the Athe-
nian churches lies in the configuration
of the three apses of the bema,"” with

Figure 170 Kapnikarea. View from the southeast. semicircular apses on both sides of the

1 A. Alivizatos, O mavemotnuiokdg vadg thg Kanvikapéag, Exiotnuoviki Erctipic Ocoloyixijc Zyolijc AOnvidv
(1936-1937) 169-188.

Du Moncel, nos. 24 and 25; Castellazzi, Ricordi, pl. 71 and 72.

Kambouroglous, Afijva, 241, 244; idem, Iotopia, B’, 286-289.

Kokkou, Mépiuvar, 114 n. 3; D. Philippidis, H (i kai 16 épyo, op. cit., 137, 214, 217,303, n. 330.

Couchaud, Choix, 20, pl. XVI.

U. Monneret de Villard, Inedita byzantina, Monitore Tecnico X VIII (Milano 1912) no. 22.

Of the year 1850.

Millet, Ecole, 124125, 146, 154, 167, 177.

Xyngopoulos, Mvnpueio Abnvov, 69, 71.

A. Orlandos, 'H Ayia Tpiég Kpieldtn, ABME 5 (1939-40) 8 n. 1.

The inscription on the cast fagade of the chapel is on a late antique gravestone (K. Zisiou, Ldupixta, op. cit., 98-101;
G. Dillenberger (ed.), Atticae actatis Romanae, Pars II [Berlin 1882] 23, no. 1388).

Dimitrokallis, Kataywyn, 204, 209.

Bouras, Naodouia, 368. See the plan by Monneret de Villard in EMME, A2, 69.
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Figure 171 Kapnikarea. Plan and east—west section. Actual state. Based on a drawing by B. Demou (National
Technical University of Athens Archives). Dotted lines define destroyed parts of the church.
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altar."* The four corner bays are covered by raised cross-vaults which approximate to pen-
dentive domes. A single-aisled, domed chapel dedicated to St Barbara was added to the
north side of the church, as well as an open stoa' (later converted into an exonarthex) on
the west.

The comparison of old ground plans shows the alterations to the interior that were made
when Kapnikarea became a parish church and they tried to unify and augment the functional
space. Between the naos and the narthex, the narthex and the stoa, and the naos and the cha-
pel, part of the walls with the corresponding medieval door marble frames was demolished
and replaced instead with large arched openings. Both the north door'® and the windows
of the chapel were widened in a crude
fashion. At that point'” it seems that they
removed the original interior plaster
and it was replaced with the neoclassi-
cal decoration in oil paints that survives

until the present day in the chapel.

There is a general impression that
the chapel of St Barbara is later, prob-
ably from the Ottoman period. How-
ever, part of the cast wall belongs to the

original building phase of the Byzantine

church: the cloisonné masonry (2.50 m

long and 4 m high) is merged in a regular

fashion with the masonry of the main = lr ‘l "_;‘I‘,—“—X : d..:'—

church building and is comparable to == I - lr_ ] _‘.Jl\{' SE—
it from every point of view (Fig. 172). -_U.LH__ o= ——=—p——=l

At a height of roughly 4 meters and in ===

the passage from the north wall of the

church we can discern the base of an ]

arch that opens northwards.'® In other
M

words, it is clear that the Byzantine

church had an extension at the position
h h h | . d b Figure 172 Kapnikarea. Part of the east wall. Drawing by
where the chapel exists today, but K. Aslanidis.

14 R.W. Schultz ignored the lateral niches of the bema (Schultz and Barnsley, St. Luke, 16, fig. 9). The same mistake appears in
the plan in Bulavrivé Mvnueio, pls. 12-22.The narrow passages between the bema and the parabemata (i.e. the prothesis and
the diakonikon) were broadened in later times, consequently destroying the lower parts of the niches.

15 Bouras, Naodopia, 49-50, 364—366.

16 The door today has as its lintel an iron beam that is certainly modern. The same at the north door of the exonarthex.

17 One of the repairs of Kapnikarea was done in 1852. See the General State Archives (Ministry of Education) from the period
of King Otto.

18 Bvlavtivé Myvnueio, pl. 16. In the east elevation of the church the arch is ignored.
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we do not know in what manner. Similar observations can be made about the west end'” of
the chapel as well.

Matters become less clear at the chapel’s long north wall; in its rough masonry can be seen
some large ashlars, reused here for the second or even third time. Modifications have been
made in the north end of what is today the exonarthex too (Fig. 173). That this was originally
an open stoa”’ with freestanding columns is also clear from the plans published in the Algemeine

Bauzeitung in 1850. Correlations with other, similar stoas have led scholars to a date in the
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Figure 173 Kapnikarea. The west fagade. Drawing by B. Demou (National Technical University of Athens
Archives) with few additions.

19 Where the indisputedly Byzantine colonnade seems to be later than the chapel or, rather, than the building that occupied the
chapel’s position. The north wall of the chapel of Hagia Barbara was erected on the foundations of the Byzantine building and
was widened by approximately 53 centimeters over a length of twelve meters. The widening is obvious in the fagade of the
present-day exonarthex, which was lenghtened at the spot where today the modern bell tower stands. A considerable number
of large ashlars belonging to the original building are incorporated into the wall of the chapel and serve to confuse the issue
of the later wall’s date.

20 Quadripartite with three-barrel vaults and one groin vault. On the fagade we have columns alternating with piers.
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twelfth century,”' as is also the case for the two-columned propylon® at its south end (Fig. 174).
It is not known whether the intercolumniation of the stoa was originally closed with panels.
The good state of preservation of Kapnikarea allows us to comment also on its morphology.
The masonry is cloisonné married at the bottom with large upright ashlars.” Unusual features
are the gables in both the exonarthex and the propylon, distinguished by their steepness. The
dome (Fig. 175) has all the characteristics of the so-called ‘Athenian domes’, with marble arched
cornices and protruding gutters.” The dome of the chapel (Fig. 176) is once again ‘Athenian’,
but with pseudo-cloisonné masonry employing low proportions, dentil instead of marble cor-

nices, and colonnettes in secondary use.

Figure 174 Kapnikarea. The propylon of the exonarthex.
View from the southeast. Figure 176 Kapnikarea. The dome of the chapel.

21 Bouras, Naodouic, 49-50, 363-365.
2

N

Ibid., 365-367. The porch with the two columns is an addition to the exonarthex. It is possible that the conversion of the

open portico to a closed exonarthex was done early, already during the twelfth century. The ornate marble frame of the south

entrance as well as the propylon (porch) would be quite useless to a portico open from three sides.

23 Hadji-Minaglou, Grand appareil, 176, 186, pl. 2. On the south side of the church there are erect stone blocks in equal dis-
tances and of the same height, creating crosses with others horizontally arranged.

24 Boura, didxoouog, 40, pl. 56, 61, 62.
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The south door of the naos, walled in today,” has a horseshoe-shaped arch of well-cut,
porous stone voussoirs and a homocentric dentil course. In the corresponding door in the
propylon, we find an unusual arrangement of elements composing the marble door frame:
between the orthostats and the horizontal element there is no 45-degree joining, as usual,”
but a simply supported horizontal member with the corresponding moldings and their inter-
sections at a 45 degree angle.

Megaw’” has studied the windows of the church, especially the triple-light window in the
bema (Fig. 177) but also those in the stoa/exonarthex, in order to determine their chronol-
ogy. He has also studied their pseudo-Cufic ceramic decoration.” It should be noted that
in a recent study” some of the Cufic characters at Kapnikarea were considered readable.

The spolia embedded in the monument are also interesting. The four columns of the
main nave do not have bases. The northeastern column has a monolithic shaft of Karystian
marble, but is in a poor state of conser-
vation and has the initials X.M. carved in
it. The column capital is Corinthian, the
type commonly made by marble carvers
in Prokonnesos, and it is in very good con-
dition. The shafts of the three other col-
umns consist of two drums and are made
of granite or gray marble. Their capitals
are all different. The southeastern capital
has an integrated neck which measures
roughly 10 centimeters in height. It is
Corinthianizing with eight leaves in each
row and a concave abacus on all four sides.
The acanthus(?) leaves are poorly formed.
Its dating is unclear and it may have been
repaired in the nineteenth century. The
northwestern capital is small, squat and
Corinthian, with four acanthus leaves and
a concave abacus, and it is obviously Early
Christian. The support for the arch above
is clumsy: it has an excess of approxi-

mately 12 centimeters on the cast side.

The southwestern capital is Corinthianiz-

ing with reed leaves, a square abacus and a  Figure 177 Kapnikarea. Partial view of the cast fagade.

25 In the engraving of the Algemeine Bauzeitung it shows the south door with a marble frame. Today only two small fragments of
it are in situ.

26 A general feature of the marble frames in medieval Greece.

27 Megaw, Chronology, 120121, 124,127, pl. 31 a, b.

28 Ibid., 107, 114, 119, fig. 2, 5 A, pl. 31 b.

29 C.Kanellopoulos and L. Tohme, A True Kiific Inscription on the Kapnikarea Church in Athens?, Al Masdq 20 (2008) 133-139.
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high, unadorned impost. The acanthus leaves in the lower zone are soft. It probably belongs
to the Middle Byzantine period.

In the fagade of the stoa/exonarthex, two more rare types of Early Byzantine capitals
have been incorporated:* they are impost capitals with zigzag friezes and bosses with mono-
grams.”' Similar capitals survive in Rhodes,*” Megara,* in museums outside Greece,* and also
in Constantinople.’’

It should be noted that attempts have been made* to prove that the golden ratio was used in
the plan of the Kapnikarea church, a practice that would have been highly unlikely.

The very good condition of the church bears witness to its fine original construction. And
while it has undergone repeated repair and conservation, the masonry and vaulting demonstrate
that the construction is of the finest quality, a fact also discernable in the care taken, even down
to the smallest details.>” One peculiarity of the chapel that should be mentioned is the fusion of
the pendentives with part of the circumscribed sphere for a height of at least 30 centimeters.

With regard to the chronology, Megaw’s view™ that it was built in the third quarter of the
eleventh century has been accepted. The stoa/exonarthex and two-columned small propylon
probably belong to the first half of the twelfth century, as have been noted above.

The chapel of St Barbara is a work of either the Frankish or Ottoman period* and occupies
the position of another building whose form and function are unknown to us, but was an
extension of the main church.

The modern wall paintings of Kapnikarea are the work of Fotis Kon'coglou.40

30 J.P. Sodini, La sculpture architecturale a I’époque paléochrétienne en Illyricum, in Eionyioeic 100v Aie@vodg Zvvedpiov
Xprotiovixijs Apyaioioyiog (Thessaloniki 1984) 63, fig. 17.

31 The monogram on the capital of Kapnikarca can be read @god@pov.

32 ArchDelr 35, 1980, B2, pl. 363 7.

33 Orlandos, Baoidiki, B, 329, fig. 287.

34 L.Wamser (ed.), Die Welt von Byzanz-Europas Ostliches Erbe (Miinchen 2004) 74, fig. 91.

35 R. Naumann and H. Belting, Die Ephemia Kirche (Berlin 1966) 73,75, pl. 12 c.

36 E. Maillard, Les Cahiers du Nombre d’Or, II, Eglises Byzantines (Paris 1962) 17, pl. 6.

37 Velenis, Epunveia, 21,23, 53, 255, 266-268.

38 Megaw, Chronology, 102, 107, 116, 118, 120, 126, 129.

39 We must exclude the possibility that the chapel construction was earlier than the Kapnikarea, given that its dome is an awk-
ward imitation of the Athenian type that came to Athens after the year 1000.

40 N. Zias, @artng Kévroylov (Athens 1991) 110111, fig. 290, 291.
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Monastery quynegos ton Philosophon. Katholikon

The monastery of St John the Forerunner at the northern foothills of Hymettus, known as
the monastery of Kynegos ton Philosophon,' not only preserves its katholikon and portal in
excellent condition (Fig. 178), but is also one of the few monuments in Athens about which
there are inscriptions and references in Byzantine texts. Previous research was concerned
mainly with the written documentation and less with the monastery’s architecture and art.

Thanks to the epigraphical evidence, the monastery katholikon can be dated with pre-
cision’ to 1205, and for this reason the building is a priceless comparandum. Set at the
outer limit of the Middle Byzantine period, the monument presents certain, mainly
morphological, divergences from the city’s other churches and, together with the note-
worthy sculptural elements in the katholikon, the divergences make the church very
important.

From the four inscriptions that survive’ and from indirect information in the letters of
Michael Choniates* we can reconstruct the history of the monastery’s foundation® and the
relationship of its abbots to clerical and
educated families of the period.

The oldest depictions of the katho-
likon® do not reveal elements that are
unknown to us, as the building is in such
fine condition still today. The church is a
small,” cross-in-square, two-columned,
domed type (Fig. 179) with square cor-
ner bays covered with raised cross-vaults
and a projecting apse in the bema. The
arches that span the columns (or pillars

in the sanctuary) and the walls in order

to form the cross-vaults are supported

Figure 178 Monastery of Hagios Ioannes Kynegos. View of
on corbels that spring from the walls.® the katholikon from the southeast.

—_

Michael Choniates used the name ‘Kynegos ton Philosophon’ for the monastery. It would be proper to call it ‘of the Kynegos
and of the Philosophoi’. For the monastery and its history, we have a long entry by A. Orlandos in Mvnueia. AOnvav-
ATTIKfg, 170—175. See also Janin, Centres, 333; Bouras, Naodouia, 198-201, figs. 217-219, 623. See also the old article
of J. Strzygowski in AIEE 3, 117-128.

Megaw, Chronology, 94, 97-99, 101, 116, 123, 125-127.

Orlandos, Mynueio AOnv@dv-Attikiig, 171. The inscriptions are a) on a cornice of a door frame, with the name of the
monk Philosophos in the year 1205; b) on a tombstone of the founder Loukas and the monk Philosophos, in the year 1235;

w N

c) on the base of a font dedicated by the monk Philosophos; and d) on a small column at Stavros, of Neofytos in the year
1238. On the older bibliography, see Orlandos, op. cit., 174—175. For comments on the inscriptions, see in Lambros,
Xawvidtng, 628-630.

Lambros, Xeovidng, B’, 219, 247, 248, 619, 628-630; Lambros, A0jvor, 83 n. 1.

Orlandos, Mynpelo. ABnvav-Atticiic, 171, 173; Kambouroglous, Totopia, B, 213.

Bendtsen, Sketches, 267268, no. Chr. H. 336-343; Kristensen, A01jva., 48, 49, figs 21-24.

The exterior dimensions are only 6.70 X 6.70 m.

Mamaloukos, [Topatnpnoeig, 200, fig. 7.
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Figure 179 Katholikon of Hagios Toannes Kynegos. Plan and east—west section. Revised from A. Orlandos, with

some additions.
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Later, probably in the Ottoman period, a wide and somewhat unusual’ Jite was added which
was covered by a small blind dome, and also a stoa with a wooden roof was built on the
south side of the lite.

The church rose from a crepidoma and has ashlar masonry only in the bema apse and
the dome. The other wall surfaces are constructed from semi-hewn flat stones
and brick in carefully constructed layers (Fig. 180) and, at the bottom, some larger stones

Figure 180 Katholikon of Hagios Ioannes Kynegos. South face of the church.

9 Long pilasters arranged to form a space like a vestibule, covered with a transverse barrel vault and two small domes.
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with clean surfaces, like orthostats with an irregular outline. There are no dentil friezes or
cornices.'” The dome has straight chamfered cornices of porous stone (Fig. 181), and the
imposts of the corner colonnettes are integrated, as in other twelfth-century examples.' The
two columns in the interior are marble, in secondary use, and have Ionic capitals and imposts
(Fig. 182a). For the pavement they have used the live rock, which has been leveled, smoothed
and supplemented with mortar. It was covered with marble tiles in around 1960.

Because of the small size of the katholikon, it is most likely that the marble templon
did not stretch as far as the parabemata. The diakonikon is differentiated from the prothesis
because a) it has a small blind arch rather than an apse, b) it is closed by a wall in which a
small door measuring 1.66 meters was
cut, and c) the cross-vault that covered
the space is 45 centimeters lower than
that of the prothesis.

The church’s vaults and pendentives
are constructed from small, short bricks
that are visible in the arch faces where the
wall paintings have fallen off. We should
imagine the same for the elevated cross-
vaults of the corner bays. From the wall
paintings on the first layer, possibly dating
to the thirteenth century, only fragments
survive. The second layer is seventeenth
century and a considerable amount is pre-

served in good condition.

The sculptural decoration of the Kyne-

Figure 181 Katholikon of Hagios Ioannes Kynegos. South gos monastery 1s of superb quahty' One

gable and the dome. frequently published'” fragment comes from

Figure 182 Katholikon of Hagios Ioannes Kynegos. a. Column capital, b. Pseudo sarcophagus slab over the west
entrance.

10 The cornices were made of dressed porous stone, now destroyed.

11 In Hagios Nikolaos at Kampia and Hagios Nikolaos at Larymna (Bouras, Na.odouia, 407, fig. 186 and 431).

12 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, I Av7td, op. cit., 184, fig. 257; Bouras, Sculptures, 67, pl. 25, fig. 10; Orlandos, Mynueio. AOnvé@v-
ATTIKAG, 174, fig. 233; Sotiriou, Odnydg, pl. 3 y; Bouras, Naodouia, 200, fig. 219 . Orlandos’s opinion was that it was a
templon episty]e.
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a cornice from a door frame on which is carved the well-known inscription dated 1205. It
is decorated with the two-layered technique typical of this period and can be found today
in the Byzantine and Christian Museum in Athens. It is adorned with elaborately rendered
cabochons and birds on a background of low relief. The epistyle of the templon is decorated
with pseudo-Cufic relief decoration' and similar birds (pheasants?). Another architectural
member with heart-shaped motifs'* may come from an epistyle. On the fagade of the lite
is incorporated a marble pseudo-sarcophagus (Fig. 182b) with the familiar motif of three
crosses,” but this specimen differs in technique from the other sculpture and is perhaps later. '

The monastery’s arched gate is preserved intact'” and is contemporary with the katholikon.

Conservation work and presentation'® of the monument was undertaken in the 1960s. At
that time the discovery was made of important wall paintings dated to the early cighteenth
century and a few of the original paintings, which were, however, in poor condition. The

templon was restored in 1972.

13 Ch. Bouras, Unfinished architectural members in Middle Byzantine Greck Churches, in J. Emerick and D. Deliyannis (eds.),
Archaeology in Architecture: Studies in Honor of Cecil L. Striker (Mainz 2005) 8, ﬁg. 11.

14 I1dem, Nawodopia, 200, fig. 219 a.

15 The latent asymmetry of the sculpture as a whole is interesting. The left end of the slab is cut off.

16 Bouras, Naodouia, 453, fig. 493.

17 S. Mamaloukos, O moAdvag tfig pnoviig Tod Ayiov Todvvov Kuvnyod otév Yuntto, in Apuds. Apiépwua otév
xaOnyntij N. Movtaomovlo (Thessaloniki 1990-1991) B’ 1107—1119; Bendtsen, Sketches, 133, fig. 104.

18 A. Orlandos, EEBX 30 (1960-61) 683; Stikas, OpA&vd0g 0 AvasTA®TAG, 494; Lazaridis (1960) 66-68; Lazaridis (1964)
98; idem (1967) 154; idem (1972) 186.
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Hagios Loukas monastery. Katholikon

At the site of the church of Hagios Loukas in Patissia, a work of E. Ziller, were the remains
of a Byzantine church that was excavated by Pittakis' in 1860. He noted laconically: ‘Here
were uncovered the remains of a large church whose side-arms are paved with mosaic. The
body of the church [is paved] with large tiles of Hymettian stone. Here stood a monastery
with the name of the Apostle Luke and the foundations seem to be those of this monastery.’
Clearly what we had was an Early Christian basilica,” on top of which was constructed a
smaller Byzantine church® — the katholikon of a small monastery — that was already in a
ruined state. Both the remains of the basilica and the later church were leveled in order to
build the new church of St Luke in Patis-
sia. Unfortunately, we have no informa-
tion about the architecture of the Middle

Byzantine church.

The monastery is mentioned in the let-
ter of Innocent III,* which means that it
existed before 1208. It clearly served as
a monastery in the mid-seventeenth cen-
tury.’ The mention of an ancient inscrip-
tion® on the lintel of the church entrance
testifies that in 1860 the church was not in
a fully ruinous state.

A series of decorative motifs (Fig, 183)
that were copied by the architect Carl
Poppe and remain unpublished bear wit-
ness to the artistic value of the Middle
Byzantine monument and provide some

help with chronology. Poppe7 came to

Athens in 1840 and subsequently traveled
in mainland Greece and in the Pelopon- )
Figure 183 Hagios Loukas of Patissia. Motifs from the

painted decoration. Drawings by Karl Poppe
labeled ‘Athen Closter Lucca’ with copies (1840).

nese. Among his drawings are three pages

1 K. Pittakis, ArchEph 52 (1884). See also N. Moschonas, H tomoypapio tijc AOnjvas xozd v folavavy xoi Ty
uetafolavnviy mepiodo (Athens 1996) 141.

2 P. Asimakopoulou-Atzaka, Zovrayuo t@v malaioypiotiovik®v yneidwtdy darédwmv tijs EAAGoog, 2 (Thessaloniki
1987) 138, no. 75.

3 A plan of the city in 1869 (to scale 1:2000, on measurements of 1841) gives the general dimensions of the church, 7 X 11
m approx. Travlos, Athen, RBK, 722; idem, IloAgodouixi, 136 n. 4. See also Pallas, MetéBaom, 23 n. 78; Janin, Centres,
323-334. Biris does not mention Hagios Loukas, because it was outside the limits of the old city.

4 PL,vol., 215, 15591562, XI, letter 256, «. . . monasteria . . . Sancti Lucae. . .».

5 The abbot of the monastery was a certain Daniel (Kambouroglous, Totopia, B’, 1893, 268).

6 K. Pittakis, op. cit. The inscription is published by Boeckh in Corpus Inscriptionum Graecarum (1828—1877) 318, no. 189.

7 K. Stdhler, Architekturzeichnungen aus dem Athen von 1840, als Quelle fiir die bauhistorische Forschung, Boreas 13 (1990)
136-142.
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of decorations from the church wall paintings, partially unfinished, but certainly the prod-
ucts of careful and competent study.

On one of the pilasters that was crowned with a concave, marble(?) cornice, the saint was
depicted frontally below a carved horseshoe arch and flanked by colonnettes. Rich, pseudo-
Cufic decoration on a dark ground adorned the arch face. Higher up, the pilaster was deco-
rated with an intricate rinceau with small leaves.

On the second and third pages of Poppe’s drawings we find motifs from the friezes set out
in rows. There is one isolated pseudo-Cufic example, repeated from the pseudo-Cufic motifs
on the first page, and a rinceau with little leaves on a light ground.

On the third page, besides a four-part ensemble of shoots with leaves, he illustrates the
well-known motif of heart-shaped palmettes emerging from shoots inverted to form smaller,
internal palmettes, also heart-shaped.

The abundance of the motifs attributed to a single church and the fact that most appear
on a white or light ground stimulate doubts about the authenticity of the documentation
and the suspicion that some of them are variations or the architect’s own reconstructions of
damaged decorative motifs. In any case, the motif on the first page with the horseshoe arch
and the pseudo-Cufic decoration is particularly interesting because it can be related to an
exceptionally original work, the icon frames in the first phase of the templon at the Panagia
church at Hosios Loukas,® as well as the thorakion(?) at Corinth,” a work dated to the tenth
century. Also suggestive is the coincidence of a horseshoe arch and Cufic letters in the light

of theories about Arabic artistic influences on Middle Byzantine art in southern Greece."

8 Boura, AidKkoopog, 109, drawing no. 4, fig. 168.

9 Scranton, Corinth, 106, pl. 22, fig. 19. We have a similar form of proskynetarion on the templon of the church of the Virgin in
Studenica (O. Kandi¢, The shape of the stone altar screen from the Church of Our Lady, in V. KoraC (ed.), Studenica et I'art
byzantin autour de Iannée 1200 (Beograd 1988) 144, fig. 3, fold-in pl. 7.

10 Miles, Byzantium and Arabs, 28.
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Hagia Marina near Thesion

The small, cave-like church carved into the live rock of the Hill of the Nymphs (Fig. 184) was
dedicated to Hagia Marina and was thought to be Post-Byzantine.' But the clear reference
to it in the Praktikon” as ‘the [church of] Hagia Marina and the deep-rooted rocks’ makes it
certain that the monument existed in the Middle Byzantine period, while the discovery of

wall paintings from the thirteenth century3 confirms its greater age.

Figure 184 Hagia Marina. The dome from the east with the Observatory in the background.

1 Xyngopoulos, Mvnpueia ABnv@v, 105, fig. 131, 132. The drawings are not correct. See also Janin, Centres, 307.

2 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 27, 34 (A2 16 of the manuscript).

3 Ch. Koilakou, ArchDelt 36 (1981) B’ 79-80, pl. 26-28; ArchDelt 38 (1983) B’ 68, pl. 31 B, 32; ArchDelt 39 (1984) B’, 60,
63—64; N. Chatzidaki, ¥N@1d01té Kol Totxoypogics, op. cit., 252-254, fig. 6-10; S. Kalopisi-Verti, Emntdoeig tiig A’
Ztowpopopiog, op. cit., 74, pl. 47 .
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As noted, the small space is cut into the
natural rock;” its plan is amorphous, with
an equally amorphous sanctuary apse at
the east end (Fig. 185). There is no tem-
plon. A small, shallow niche cut into the
rock was used as the prothesis. The dome is
supported internally on four arches —also
carved from the live rock — the vertical
surfaces of which are not level, nor are
their diameters exactly identical. How-
ever, between them are formed regular
pendentives and, partly carved from the
rock, the circular baseline of the dome
that takes the form of a full circle, measur-
ing two meters in diameter. The dome,’
which projects roughly three meters above
ground level, seems to have been rebuilt
in the Ottoman period,® perhaps with
recycled material from the original dome,
because the bricks are visible between the
stones on the interior.

Information about the appearance of
the Hagia Marina church in the carly
nineteenth century is provided in vari-
ous drawings by contemporary archi-
tects.” On the north side of the domed
cave there was a single-vaulted build-

ing, without a sanctuary apse, that had

its entrance at the cast end (Fig. 186).
Figure 185 Hagia Marina. Plan and east—west section. Actual
state. Drawing by K. Aslanidis.

In all likelihood this served as a sort of
narthex for the Byzantine chapel, and
the small square windows make it very
probable that it was added in the Ottoman period. A small bell tower with a single arch was
constructed over the dome and was preserved until 1964.

4 ].Travlos believed that the rock was carved out in antiquity to be used as a water reservoir (Travlos, Ilogodouixi, 142).

5 We do not know whether, on the exterior, the original dome of Hagia Marina was circular or octogonal, as was usual in Athens.

6 The paintings of the dome, according to C. Koilakou (op. cit.) are works of the seventeenth century. The form of the dome
was irregular from the outset (sce drawing of section) and its windows rectangular, not arched.

7 As the drawing by H. C. Stilling (Bendtsen, Sketches, 120, no. 75, 122, no 77; Kristensen, A0va, 41, pl. 30, 156, fig. 173),
by Du Moncel, 2021 and by F. Stademann (Panorama von Athen [Miinchen 1841] pl. 10). The last one shows the dome of the

church in ruins.
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Figure 186 Hagia Marina. View from the northeast. Drawing by A. C. Stilling, 1853. By kind permission of the
Danish National Art Library, Copenhagen.

The form of Hagia Marina changed completely in the 1920s when a large new church?® was
erected after the additional building to the north was destroyed. Around 1880 a small church
had been erected to the west of the additional structure,’ and that too was demolished. Res-

toration work on the wall paintings took place in 1986.

8 Architect Achilleos Georgiadis.
9 Photograph of the years 18911897 of the German Archacological Institut, in Aﬁﬁvaz, 329, fig. 15.
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Megale Panagia

In a relatively recent article,' the present author reinvestigated the church dedicated to
the Virgin Mary, known commonly as the Megale Panagia, that was demolished in 1885
after suffering various vicissitudes.’? This reconsideration confirmed that, to a significant
extent, the church that survived in good condition until the War of Independence was
Post-Byzantine, while its northern section belonged to the twelfth century (Fig. 187).
The new reconstruction of the monument changes very little what we know about the
Byzantine church,’ which was small, single-spaced, domed, and occupied an inner cor-
ner of part of the tetraconch in the Library of Hadrian, which was (and is today) well
preserved.

It is not known whether the Byzantine church of the Panagia had a narthex that was razed
when an addition was made in the Ottoman period. The dome’s diameter was just 3.50

Figure 187 Megale Panagia in Ottoman phase. Reconstructive plan, section and elevation of the cast end.

1 Ch. Bouras, Emave&étoon tiig Meydhng [avayidg ABnvav, DChAE 27 (2006) 25-35, in which see the revision of
the restored plan by J. Travlos (Prake 105 [1950] 61-63, fig. 16) is revised and all relevant bibliography. See also Bouras,
Naoodopia, 50-51, 637.

2 Kokkou, Mépiuva, 158-161.

3 Ch. Bouras, Enave&étaon, op. cit., 32.
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meters, with disproportionately high pro-
portions* (Fig. 188) and, by contrast, the
sanctuary had a low apse, only 3.40 meters
from the pavement.’

Only a few comments can be made
about the architectural form and decora-
tion. Except for sections of ashlar masonry
belonging to the Early Christian tetraconch,
we know nothing about the construction and
form of the other walls. On the west end
there was a door with a heavy lintel.* Thanks

to the drawings made by Couchaud,” some

information about the shape of the dome was

preserved: it was an ‘Athenian’, eight-sided

dome with colonnettes at the corners and

animal-shaped gutters, while the masonry

was of porous stone ashlars with rows of dis-
epsilon decoration that ran around the marble
arched cornices on all sides.

The various carved elements found in
the excavations cannot be attributed with
certainty to the Byzantine Megale Panagia.®
The wall paintings copied before the church
was destroyed9 all belong to the Ottoman
period.

As for the chronology, on the sole crite-
rion of the ‘Athenian’ dome,'* the monu-
ment has been included among those dating Figure 188 Megale Panagia in Middle Byzantine phase.
to the twelfth Ccntury. 11 Reconstructive plan and section.

The height of the dome soffit reached 11 m.

That is, as high as the arched opening of the early Christian building on which the bema of the church was erected.
Can be scen in the drawing by C. Hansen. Sce Bendtsen, Sketches, 44, 248, fig. 246.

Couchaud, Choix, 13, pl. III.

Ch. Bouras, Emave&étaon, op. cit., 33-34.

Westlake, Paintings, 173188, pl. VIII, IX; Ch. Bouras, op. cit., 27 n. 31, 33.

The dome’s tympanum is formed by carved limestone blocks, without bricks, as in the Gorgoepekoos dome. The decoration

S WO o N B

with disepsilon indicates a date at the end of the century.
Bouras, Naodouio, 50-51.
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Metamorphosis tou Soteros, Plaka

The Middle Byzantine church dedicated to the Transfiguration,' located on the northern foot
of the Acropolis (Fig. 189), preserves today only a section of its original construction because
it underwent extension on both its west and east sides’ in order to increase the interior space.
The fine state of preservation of the dome and north side makes it possible to date the church
to around 1100, or in the twelfth century, in other words to the same period as the other
Athenian monuments considered here.’

Itisa simple, small,* two-columned, cross-in-square church without a narthex, similar in typol-
ogy to the Taxiarchs church in the Roman Agora (Fig. 190). On the south side there is a rock-hewn
space in the form of a chapel. In the usual fashion, along the length of the church there are vaults
in both the cast and west cross-arms and in the corner bays. An arched opening in the north

wall was closed with a partition of lesser thickness made of fieldstones. Its slightly pointed arch’

Figure 189 Metamorphosis, Plaka. View from the Acropolis.

1 First published by Xyngopoulos, Attixiig Bulavtvol vaoi, ArchEph 52 (1913) 137—143. See also A. Adamantiou, Prakt 65
(1910) 233 n. 3; Bouras, Naodouia, 52, 53, 637.

2 In order to extend the church they demolished both its east and west walls. After the Greek War of Independance a decision
was taken to pull it down. See A. Papageorgiou-Venetas, Edovdpdog Zdovumept (Athens 1999) 75-77, document no. 4,
fig. 28 (St. Sauveur a démolir).

3 Philippidou, Metapoppwoig, 81-91.

4 The diameter of the dome reaches 1.60 m.

5 Shown in drawings by C. Hansen and H. C. Stilling. See Kristensen, Abnpva, 105, fig. 128 and 162, fig. 187 respectively.
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Figure 190 Metamorphosis, Plaka. Plan and east—west section. Actual state. Dotted lines define the original
disposition of the church.

indicates that some of the alterations were made during the Ottoman period and not after the War
of Independence. In the course of the restoration work carried out in 1966° it was confirmed that
the underground room on the south side was once a sort of crypt accessible through an arched
opening that was connected to the south cross-arm. At an undetermined date, this space was
enlarged by the creation of a much larger room.” Also during the same restoration work, vaulted
tombs® were discovered beneath the pavement as well as some meager fragments of wall painting
that were not dated.

The late date (fourteenth century) attributed to the church by Xyngopoulos had prevailed until
1970. After careful analysis of the cut-brick ceramic decorative elements on the north face’ and
their comparative dating,'” the church is considered much earlier. The concave horizontal cornice
at the level of the colonnette imposts on the ‘Athenian’ dome (Fig. 191) provides indirect evidence
of its connection to the dome at the Panagia church at Hosios Loukas, which can be considered

its prototype.

6 P. Lazaridis, Mecoioviké AONvAV-ATTIKNG, ArchDelt 21 (1966) B, 113-116.
7 1bid., 114, drawing no. 2.
8 Ibid., 115, drawing no. 3.
9 Philippidou, Metapopemotg, 87-88, pl. 13, 14.
10 The elegant dome of the Metamorphosis, considered by P. Michelis as a characteristic example of ‘grace and emphasis’ (AioOn i
Oecopnon tije folovuvie téyvg [Athens 1946] 149, 151), convinced him that it was a building of the late Byzantine period.
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Figure 192 Metamorphosis, Plaka. Main fagade.

Otherwise, the Metamorphosis (Fig,
192, 193) appears today as a humble
monument, with very little carved dec-
oration (part of a chamfered cornice at
the springing of the vaults' and a slab
with a foliate cross'?). The monolithic
columns" have very simple capitals with
abacus, echinus with spiral fluting, sco-
tia and carved astragal. The columns and

capitals are clearly in reuse, spolia most

s — = i likely from a Roman building.

Figure 193 Metamorphosis, Plaka. View from the east. Draw-
ing by M. C. Stilling, 1853. By kind permission of
the Danish National Art Library, Copenhagen.

11 Bolavrivé Mvnueia, longitudinal section pl. 31.
12 P. Lazaridis, Mecowvikd, op. cit., pl. 112 a.
13 Idem, 118, drawing no. 4.
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Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas

The value of the church of Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas in Plaka (Fig. 194) as an architectural
monument became clear in 1979-1980 when the First Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities
made a drastic intervention including conservation and stabilization in order to return the
monument, to the extent it was possible, to its original condition." Like other Athenian Byz-
antine churches, the monument was altered when converted into a parish church in the nine-
teenth century: the narthex, west wall and part of the south wall were demolished and the
church was extended southwards (with a single-aisled chapel dedicated to St Paraskeve) and
westwards with a spacious hall, partly two-story (Fig. 195). At the east end, the bema apse
and the pilasters to either side of it were rebuilt and the projecting parts of all the apses were
covered with a single buttress.? The outer faces of the walls and the dome were covered with
plaster after the openings were walled in and new entrance made in the west hall .}

Once the restoration work was fin-
ished in 1980, Kounoupiotou-Manolessou
published an article presenting much of
the material discovered and other useful
information, primarily about the medieval
history of the church.* Other publications
of minor significance followed.® Here an
attempt will be made to understand the
monument’s architecture and the recon-
struction of its original form. Important
for this purpose is the publication of a
drawing by L.ES. Fauvel® (Fig. 196) with
a view of the church from the southwest
before the demolitions and modifications

made in the nineteenth century. Another

drawing, by L.A. Winstrup,” was also

made before these changes, but unfortu-

Figure 194 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. North fagade of
nately does not aid our investigation. the church after the restoration.

1 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, Bulovtivé, pecaiomvikd kai vedtepo uvnueion ATTikig, ArchDelr 34 (1979) B 115, pl. 26
and 35 (1980) B’, 97.

2 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueia Abnvav, 95, fig. 105, 106 (plan of the church in actual state). Note that at the southeast corner, over
the buttress, are shown bulky cornerstones and cloisonée masonry.

3 A belfry with three arches was added over the north wall of the prothesis (see photographs).

4 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, Aytog NikoAraog Paykafdg, ZvufoAin oty ictopia 1od uvnueiov, DChAE 24 (2003)
55-62.

5 Bouras, Naodouia, 329, 518; idem, Greece, op. cit., 124, fig. 123; idem, Mecaroviki) AOYva, [Toreodopio kai
Apyrtektovikn in A60ijvar, 229, fig. 9. Photographs of the monument after the restoration: Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, op.
cit., fig. 3, 5-11.

6 Byzance retrouvée, 165, fig. 98.

7 Bendtsen, Sketches, 343, no. LAW.092.
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Figure 196 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. View from the southwest, circa 1800. Drawing by L.E.S. Fauvel, Archives
of the Louvre Museum, Paris.
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As should be clear from the above,
it is possible to describe the outside
of the monument and comment on its
morphology only with regard to the
north side and the dome (Fig. 197). The
western boundary of the original con-
struction is very clear but the eastern,
by contrast, is not since it has been cov-
ered with the plasterwork of the but-
tress. The north cross-arm, which has
a saddleback roof broken at the edges
and a corresponding dentil cornice,
still has ceramic Cufic decoration® on

the tympanum of the double—light win-

dow, in the spaces between the arch
and cornice, and between the ashlars of

Figure 197 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. Dome after
restoration.

the masonry. Their arrangement is not
symmetrical. In the lower section of the
cloisonné masonry there is little Cufic decoration. On the left side of the cross-arm the
uppermost course of the masonry has been repaired.

The two large arches in the lower zone are horseshoe-shaped and constructed entirely of
brick. Except for a row of curvilinear bricks, the arches are surrounded by a dentil course
that runs horizontally at a level lower than the base of the arches.’ In the zone with orthostats
there are two triads of upright porous stones. On account of the small size of the church, they
do not form crosses. That the massive stones originated in an ancient building is clear from
the cuttings for dowels and clamps.

The large opening in the north wall was closed with a more recent double-light partition
made from brick, but sections of the original marble door are preserved in situ. The door had
an opening of 1.08 meters, measuring 0.78 meters from side to side of the door frame. The
two sections of the door frame have moldings and their lower sections are preserved at the level
of the threshold, a fact that provides us with the precise ground level of the original church."

In the interior, the arches between the eastern columns and the sanctuary wall have been
reworked as segmental arches. Worthy of note is the masonry of the north wall, near the
prothesis, which is cloisonné on both the inner and outer wall surfaces.

The double-light windows of the cross-arms are preserved intact and in excellent condi-
tion. The south cross-arm has modern plaster and paint, while the outer side of the impost is

adorned with a cross carved in relief.

8 As for the patterns of the Cufic ornaments, we find single vertical units, back-to-back Ls or 2s, as well as Ss. For other motifs
of the same kind, see Tsouris, Kepoponiaotixog didkoouog, 123, 128-129.

9 At the right of the great arch the dentil course is double, in order to adapt to the springer of the smaller arch located at a
lower level.

10 The existing pavement is modern with square slabs of white and gray marble from Hymettus.

250



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

Hagios Nikolaos is located inside the Post-Herulian wall and was reached from the north,
probably from the medieval Tripodon Street. In Fauvel’s drawing the church is shown free-
standing inside a closed courtyard with a simple enclosure wall to the north and buildings on
the south side, whence the ascent towards the Acropolis began. The general disposition was
probably similar in the Middle Byzantine pcriod.

The west facade of the church, which was totally destroyed, was located at a distance of
approximately 5.10 meters from the transverse axis of the church. There probably was a cross-
vaulted narthex. The longitudinal vault of the cross reached the west wall and was covered with
a saddleback roof, as is familiar from other Athenian churches. There were double-light win-
dows in the west arm (and in the transverse arms), and also lower down in the western corner
bays there were smaller single-light windows. Over the cross-arm rose a simple, arched belfry"!
of the usual Athenian shape. The roof of the southern corner bay was inclined westwards, while
the northern one (clearly modified) was inclined northwards.

A marble door frame with moldings and a chamfered cornice dominated the west fagade. To the
right and left of the entrance were low benches, clearly made of ancient architectural members
with decorative reliefs of garlands. At a short distance from the west fagade stands an unfluted
column without a base, but crowned by a
Corinthianizing capital with reed leaves. It
does not appear to have any obvious organic

connection to the church. There are some

horizontal wooden beams that bridge the

gap between the church and the column,
and they appear to be the remains of later,

makeshift constructions.

On the right end of the fagade project

the remains of a wall and perhaps an arch,

at the lower part of which was incorporated

part of the shaft of a column with fluting,

One could conjecture that they belonged

to a later exonarthex that was destroyed

already in 1780, or some sort of stoa.

The south side of Hagios Nikolaos appears
unarticulated, with the only interesting fea-
ture being the cross-arm with a double-light
window. This confirms that the main fagade,

like the access to the church, was on the

north side.

In the reconstruction here offered (Fig.
198), the given elements are the four-columned

Figure 198 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. Restored plan

naos'? and the northwest exterior corner of and east west section of the church.

11 See the drawing by L.A. Winstrup, Bendtsen, Sketches, 343.
12 The dimensions of the four columns, of the arches and of the well-preserved dome make it possible to redraw the longitudinal

section of the church in its original form.
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the building that stands 5.10 meters from the transverse axis of the church. The two columns to the
west are today distigured by paint, while the capitals have been remodeled with plaster decoration.
Probably the original columns and capitals have been hidden in this way. The small conches in the
parabemata and the longitudinal vaults in the sanctuary are original or, more probably, they were
rebuilt partially along what remained of the original structures in the north wall.

The relatively large space of 1.80 meters between the columns and the pilasters of the sanctuary is
not what we normally find in Byzantine churches. If we presume there were piers measuring 50 X
50 centimeters and corresponding arched openings between the parabemata and the bema, we would
have a plan of logical proportions for a semi-complex'? variation of a cross-in-square, domed church.
The external form of the three apses in the sanctuary remains problematic. The large arched open-
ings in the direction of the chapel were not there
originally, according to Fauvel’s drawing,

It is logical to accept that the second pair of
columns that was added when the church was
enlarged was supported on the foundations of
the wall that was destroyed, in which case the
width of the narthex would have been 1.70

meters. The single vault of the west cross-

arm and narthex is akin to that found in small
churches, such as the Asomatoi in Theseion. Figure 199 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. Fragment of

The door frame on the north side has also marble epistyle.
been discussed. There was a similar door frame
with a simple cornice at the west entrance. Fau-
vel’s drawing suggests that its width was about
1.50 meters.

Of the carved architectural members that
survive in situ or incorporated in the walls of
Hagios Nikolaos, Kounoupioutou-Manolessou
published the two capitals'* of the central four
columns, fragments of a templon epistyle'
(Fig. 199) and a lintel'® with the well-known
motif of a ciborium. To these may be added
three column capitals: a) a large Corinithianiz-
ing capital with reed leaves in the upper zone,

dating to the Roman period, that today is used as
the base of the altar (Fig. 200). It is 0.65 meters

Figure 200 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. Roman capital,
high; its abacus measures 0.62 X 0.62 meters in secondary use, supporting the altar.

13 On the classification by A. Orlandos, see ABME 5 (1939-40) 67, fig. 4 B.

14 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, op. cit., 5859, fig. 7, 8. She considers the other two columns to be Byzantine. Today their
capitals are covered with plaster moldings.

15 Op. cit., 59, fig. 9.

16 Thid., fig. 10.
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and is preserved in excellent condition. This
capital is probably the one Fauvel shows in his
drawing on top of a freestanding column; b)
a small Corinthian capital built into the south
wall of the chapel; c) an Ionic capital, probably
Roman,'” with a triple balteus on its pulvinus
that was incorporated into the buttress at the
east end of the church.

The two capitals on the eastern columns in
the naos (Fig. 201, 202), although they have
been seriously damaged by thermal fractures,
are perhaps worthy of further study because
they are original Middle Byzantine creations
and revive forms from the Early Christian
period: they have a) four splayed acanthus
leaves at their corners; b) a concave abacus;
c) a perimetric astragal at their lower edge;
and d) a thick element on the abacus, an echo
of the palmette found on ancient capitals that
here has taken the form of a mask. We may
also note that the capitals have simple, cham-
fered imposts and exhibit small divcrgcnccs in
their carved motifs on each side, for the sake
of variety.

Naturally, these are not impost capitals'
with pseudo-floral decoration, but simplified
Corinithian with one band of acanthus leaves.
In this way they diverge from the other pro-
totypes from the same period, such as the
historiated capitals in the Panagia church at
Hosios Loukas,'” which have a pair of angels
but no axially represented mask. The masks
derive from antiquity and reappear in Byzan-
tium as supplementary elements — they have
been described as ‘cultural implications of a

classical figure’.”” An ancient origin can, of

Figure 202 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. Column capital.

17 Dimensions of the capital: length 74, width 58 and height 22 cm. Built in the northeast corner of the church.

18 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, op. cit., 58.
19 Boura, didxoouog, 60 n. 4, 75-78, fig. 96, 97.

20 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, [Tapéotacn mpocwnciov 6¢ fulovtiva yAvntd, DChAE 13 (1985-86) 175-180; D. Mouriki, The
Mask motif in the wall paintings of Mistra: Cultural implications of a classical feature in late Byzantine painting, DChAE 10

(1980-1981) 307 .
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course, also be found in the spiral column” that supports the masks and the relief-carved
astragal on the lower part of the capital. In parallel, however, the symmetrical tendrils that
are skillfully rendered on the body of each capital belong to the Middle Byzantine period.

The possibility of studying the morphological elements of the church that opened up after
1980 allows for a better” attempt at dating the monument. The Cufic patterns between the
cloisonné masonry and on the cross-arm and in the tympanum of the double-light window,
without the appearance of cut bricks, can be compared with those found at the Hagioi Apos-
toloi and Soteira Lykodemou churches. The large horseshoe-shaped arch above the north door
is reminiscent of similar solutions implemented at Kapnikarea and in the church of the Hagioi
Asomatoi in Theseion.

A mid-eleventh-century date fits both the sculptural carving with geometric figures on the
templon epistyle, as well as the similarities in the inscription” to others dated in the tenth or
mid-eleventh century.

For information concerning the name of Leo Rangavas and his connection to other known
historical figures, one should consult the publications of Kounoupiotou-Manolessou.

21 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, I Zv7zd, op. cit., 224, no. 316, with more information on this motif.
22 Xyngopoulos, Mvnugio. ABnvav, 95. Dating to the eleventh or twelfth century.
23 H. Kounoupiotou-Manolessou, op. cit., 59.
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Homologetai/Hagioi Pantes in Ampelokepoi

The ruins of the katholikon of the Homologetai monastery' were excavated in 1922 by Georgios
Sotiriou. The finds from the excavation were never published.” A photograph from the west, taken
more or less along the axis of the church (Fig. 203), gives a general picture of the excavated
remains and permits us to extract useful information about the church. A second photograph
shows the masonry of a section of wall. A small ground plan and longitudinal section drawn by
Orlandos’ confirm the observations about the surviving, original parts of the church.

The sanctuary apse survives together with its semidome, part of a vault belonging to the
north cross-arm, as well as the vault over the northeast corner bay with its corresponding pier.
Also preserved is part of the north wall* and a broken column shaft. All of the other walls of

the katholikon rise barely above pavement level. Large, ancient stone blocks still stand in situ(?)

Figure 203 Homologetai or Hagioi Pantes. The ruins of the Byzantine church before the restoration, 1957. View
from the west. National Technical University of Athens Archives.

1 According to W.M Leake, the monastery’s name was preserved as ‘Mologhitadhes’ until his time. See Topography of Athens
(London 1821) 363-365.

2 A brief report on the excavation is published in BZ 26 (1926) 247. The excavation was undertaken later by M. Chatzidakis.

3 Orlandos, Mvnpeio. ABnv@v-Attuciic, 128, fig. 162. See also Janin, Centres, 330; Kambouroglous, Totopia, A’, 226, B’,
269; C. Enisleidis, Of Ayi01 Ilavreg tijc év Aumeloknmoic AOnvayv igpag povijs tdv Ouoloyntdv kai w0 igpov tijc év
Knmoig Appoditng (Athens 1977).

4 Orlandos, Mvnueia. AOMv@v-Attikiic, op. cit., 127, fig. 161. The walls are built with the typical cloisonné masonry and
large stone blocks at the northeast corner.
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to the west of the church and others in a row to the south where they may have formed the
fagade of a wing of cells, or of the monastery refectory.

In 1957, the missing sections were reconstructed® (Fig. 204) so that the Homologetai
katholikon could be used as a parish church. The architects involved with the project were
O. Fintikakis and A. Koutsogiannis, although the work is ascribed to Orlandos.® The column
shaft and colonnette of the altar were used in the reconstruction, but the reconstitution of

walls and domes was made without indication of their original form, and no distinction was made
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Figure 204 Homologetai or Hagioi Pantes. Restored plan and east—west section.

5 G. Daux, Chronique des fouilles, BCH 82 (1958) 668 ff.
6 Stikas, OpAavdog 6 AvacTNA®TNG, 493-494, fig. 101, 102 n. 70, p. 573; A. Orlandos, Epyaciai, EEBX 26 (1956)
439; EEBX 27 (1957) 463.
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between the authentic and new parts of
the building (Fig. 205).”

The surviving cloisonné masonry of
the north face was imitated in the other
church walls. The dome was made to fol-
low the usual ‘Athenian’ type, with mar-
ble colonnettes at the corners and marble,
chamfered semicircular cornices. The
openings (windows on the cross-arms
and doors on the north and west) were
made in imitation of other Middle Byz-
antine Athenian churches. The remains of

the narthex and the ruinous arcosolia and

their graves were left as they were. For
capitals in the interior they used marble
spolia found in the course of excavation,®  Figure 205 Homologetai or Hagioi Pantes. Actual state
and others were incorporated in the walls of the church. View from the northwest.
and in the small, modern bell tower. The

column shaft, measuring 2.50 meters in height, was reused. In front of the monument and
all around it there were large stone blocks, perhaps once incorporated in the narthex wall, as
well as marble spolia from a classical building — these were studied by Korres,” who provided
a detailed new drawing'® of the church’s ground and site plans.

On the basis of what was visible in the pre-restoration photograph and the surviving cle-
ments, it is possible to attempt a reconstruction, but one in which the modern sections are
not taken into consideration. With the springing of the large arches at 3.35 meters above pave-
ment level and their diameter measuring 2.20 meters, we can establish the maximum height
of their intrados at 4.45 meters. The circular baseline of the dome was about 20 centimeters
higher, as the thickness of the arches had the same measurement. If we consider that the trac-
ing of triangulation in the transversal section'' of Homologetai church can be accepted, then
the greatest interior height of the dome was 7.80 meters (not 8.40, as in the reconstruction by
Orlandos). The corner bays are represented with longitudinal vaults, and the dome is thought
to have been the usual Athenian type. The shapes and sizes of the openings, except for the small
window in the sanctuary apse, are hypothetical.

Before 1957, not only did parts of the Middle Byzantine church remain, but at some point in time
alarge part of the east fagade and the sanctuary apse had been reconstructed in a very makeshift

7 The corner sections of the church are covered with ‘half grown cross-vaults’. See Mamaloukos, I[Tapatnpnoeig, 198.
8 C. Kritzas, Emtoufio émtypoer) and tov vad t@v Ayiov Idviov Apreloknmov (AOnvdv), in Owpdkiov,
Apiépwua oty uvijun tod Hoviov Aalopion (Athens 2004) 205-218.
9 M. Korres, Ein Beitrag zur Kenntnis der Attisch-lonischen Architektur, in E. Schwandner (ed.), Sdule und Gebalk (Mainz
1996) 90-113.
10 Ibid., 105, fig, 22.
11 N. Moutsopoulos, O Ta&iapyng tédv KaivBiov mapd mv Kapvotov, Apyeiov Evfoikdv Merstdv 8 (1961) 235 ff;
idem, [Tapatmpnoeig.
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fashion with simple rubble masonry that
incorporated Middle Byzantine sculpture
and used horizontally arranged bricks to
surround the stones in a disorderly man-
ner. The small sanctuary window did not
belong to the original Middle Byzantine
phase.

The only indication of the church’s chro-
nology is the small section of cloisonné
masonry on the north side. The letters of
Michael Choniates' to the abbot provide
a terminus ante quem for the monastery’s
foundation.” Combined with the form of
the masonry, this evidence makes it very
likely that the church was erected in the
cleventh or twelfth century.

The modern additions to the recon-
structed church have disfigured its south
side. On the west side are preserved the
remnants of a later narthex (Fig. 206),
approximately 3 meters wide, whose
southern section was razed to the ground.
In what remains of the structure there are
two arcosolia: still in situ on the south is a

slab from a pseudo—sarcophagus”r with the

#

3%,

Figure 206 Homologetai or Hagioi Pantes. Actual state of
the church. View from above.

well-attested motif of three crosses. But the sculpture is not of equal quality to work dating

to the twelfth century in Athens, so it probably dates to the thirteenth century. In one of the

arcosolia in the narthex must have been buried (as Orlandos also conjectures) Theophylaktos,

of the Belissariotes family, a young relation of Michael Choniates" who died in Athens.

The Homologetai church was the katholikon of a monastery about which we have several

indirect references in the correspondence of Michael Choniates. ' Nothing survives of the

monastery buildings. When, according to the parishoners, the adjacent plot was built over in

1959, it was reported that ruins of buildings with storage jars, spolia etc. were discovered. In a

photograph from 1922 one can see the fagade of buildings with large, upright blocks of stone,

possibly Middle Byzantine, about which we have already spoken.

12 Lambros, Xoovidzyg, B', 89, 252257, 261263, 580, 631 633, 640.

13 The monastery as ‘monasterium Cinoloitae’ is mentioned in a letter of Pope Innocent III. See T. Haluscynskyi, Citta del
Vaticano, Acta Innocentii PP. Il (1198-1216) (Rome 1944) 358, no. 126 of the year 1209.

14 Orlandos, Mvnpeia ABnvdv-Attikilg, 129, fig. 163. Drawing by the author.

15 Lambros, Xovidtng, A’, 197, B, 479, 580; Lambros, A07jvaz, 82.

16 See above n. 12.

258



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

Moni Petraki/ Petraki monastery. Katholikon

It is considered likely that the katholikon of the Asomatoi Taxiarchs, known today as Moni
Petraki (Fig. 207, 208), has been in continuous use from the tenth century to the present day,
with a brief period of abandonment between 1500 and 1673. Clearly, this continuous use was
accompanied by repairs and alterations. Some of these are attested in inscriptions and docu-

ments, although these refer to the period from 1673 onwards."'

Figure 207 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. Plan and east—west section. Actual state. Drawing by P. Koufo-
poulos and M. Myriantheus.

1 See M. Biris, Metayevéotepeg mpocbijkeg 610 kabolkd tiig uovilg [etpaxn otv Adfva, Exkinoics 2 (1982)
191-202; K. Tsouris, 'H povi} Ayiov Tedvvov tod IIpodpouov Kapéa, Kinpovouio 30 (1998) 291; Orlandos,
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Figure 208 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. Elevation of the cast side and north—south section. Actual state.
Drawing by P. Koufopoulos and M. Myriantheus.

The two published studies about the architecture of the katholikon of Moni Petraki are flawed
by serious mistakes concerning the building’s architectural type that are indirectly related to
more general problems connected with the development of church construction in Greece.

M. Sotiriou’ considered that between the bema and the parabemata there were openings,
and for this reason she classified the monument among the complex four-columned, cross-
in-square, domed churches.’ Careful observation combined with older* and more recent’
plans show that such openings do not exist, nor did they ever, and consequently the katho-
likon belonged among the simple four-columned type, distinguished by an elongated bema and
parabemata. The mistakes in Sotiriou’s research were adopted by various scholars (Orlandos,*
Frantz,” Vokotopoulos,® Bouras,” and Travlos'’).

Stoufi-Poulimenou'' considers that originally the church was a transitional type with longi-
tudinal walls in which there were small, arched openings. The later cutting away of the lower

part of the pilasters on either side of the bema in order to widen the space inside the sanctuary

Mvnueio AONvOvV-Attikilg, 125-128; E. Lekkos, 76 éAAnvird povaotipia (Athens 1995) 229-232; S. Lambros, Tpia
ToTPLOPYKE oty povav TG ATTikiig, NE 4 (1907) 83 and 6 (1909) 113.

Sotiriou, Movn [etpdxm, 103, 106, fig. 1 (plan).

Ibid., 114.

Like the drawing by G. Bindesboll (Bendtsen, Sketches, 304, fig. 81); Kristensen, AQivor, 114—115, fig. 144, 143.
Drawings by M. Biris, op. cit.

A. Orlandos, Ayia Tpiag Kpieldtn, ABME 5 (1939-40) 8 n. 4.

Frantz, Holy Apostles, 19, fig. 8 e, 23, pl. 13 a.

Vokotopoulos, ApyLteKTOVIKT| 100V ai., 206 n. 32.

Boura, A1dxoaog, 12.

Travlos, ABfjvay, col. 736.

1. Stoufi-Poulimenou, Tepd Movij Hetpaxn (Athens 2000).

— O W0 0w W

260



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

Figure 209 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. Three successive phases of the sanctuary. Isometric projection.

(see the longitudinal section by M. Biris'” and the new plan by P. Koufopoulos) was understood
by Stoufi-Poulimenou as part of an arched opening (Fig. 209). The view formulated by Stoufi
according to which the four columns of the main nave belong to a second phase of construc-
tion has not been accepted by other scholars.

The typological peculiarity of the ‘complex four-columned church with a compact bema’,
according to Velenis,"” or a simple four-columned church with extended bema and parabemata
is met on Mount Athos and in Serbia."* Two additional Athenian churches — Hagia Aikaterine
and Sotera Kottakis — have the same typological peculiarity.

This clarification of the typology and also of the monument’s date, which for other reasons
was considered to be relatively early, indirectly solves the problem of the innovation in the Pan-
agia church at Hosios Loukas," in other words it helps us to understand the introduction into
Greece of the complex four-columned, Constantinopolitan, domed, cross-in-square prototype.
And while the type of katholikon of Moni Petraki does not correspond to this type, other ele-
ments can be noted that are not native and show influences from the imperial capital. But it is
necessary first to make some observations about the original form of the katholikon.

According to an inscription dated 1804, the narthex was added to the katholikon at that
time (Fig. 210). However, the arrangement of the marble string-courses on the west wall of
the naos suggests that the pilasters on either side of the opening were always freestanding; in
other words, the narthex existed from the beginning but had fallen into ruin by 1804. It

12 M. Biris, op. cit.

13 M. Kappas, O vaog t@v Ayiwv Amootorwv Kadduvov (Thessaloniki 2001) 41, 276, 277 (no. 127).
14 Idem, n. 161, 165.

15 Dated about 960.
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Figure 210 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. Original plan restored. Drawing by M. Koufopoulos and
M. Myriantheus.

remains problematic both how the narthex was roofed and how wide it was, even though it is
most likely that the narthex was built on the original foundations.

The clear difference in the masonry (carefully constructed rubble masonry interspersed with
brick was used in the lower courses and on the entire east wall, while we find incomplete cloi-
sonné masonry at higher levels) is evidence that a large-scale repair was made at a late date. In the
course of this repair, the parts between the arches on the long sides were elevated as pilasters up
to the cornice, the whole of which replaced another, made of flat stones (Fig. 211). Modifications
are plainly visible at the openings in the transverse arm: the original doors were filled in at some
point with small stones and brick. Their thresholds are preserved in situ. Later, arched windows
were opened, but significantly smaller than the original doors (Fig. 212). It is nearly certain that
the dome belongs to the monument’s second phase, even if it is comparable to the dome of the
Profitis Ilias church in Staropazaro,'® whose date is ambiguous, but relatively early."”

Consequently, it is plain that before it underwent the more drastic changes of the Ottoman
period, there was the original construction phase of the Moni Petraki katholikon, as well as a second
one in the Middle Byzantine period. Quite possibly this second phase was in the twelfth century, as

16 The domes of both monuments have horizontal cornices and all eight corners are rounded.
17 See pp. 192-193.

262



Figure 211 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. Original form of the south face based on measurements by M. Biris.
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Figure 212 Katholikon of the Petraki monastery. The north main door. The three different phases are obvious.
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is consistent with the well-known heavy lintel"® found today in the Byzantine and Christian Museum
in Athens which comes from the monastery and can be dated to the Komnenian period.

Returning to the non native elements of Constantinopolitan origin in the katholikon, we may note the
following: a) the equality of the two axes and the completely square form of the naos; b) the domical
vaults in the four corner bays and their delineation in relation to the pilasters; c) the radial layout of the
jambs and the colonnettes of the triple-light bema window;'” d) the triple-apse sanctuary; and above all
e) the articulation of the lateral faces of the arches and the correspondence of the internal to the external
pilasters. The indigenous Greek elements are most pronounced in the second phase of the katholikon, in
the cloisonné masonry in the upper part of the walls and the dome.

The four columns supporting the dome are spolia in secondary use, with the exception of
one capital (of the southeast column, which differs from the others), and their imposts. Their
bases are not visible but may exist under the modern pavement.

The chamfered string-courses at the bases of the vaults are entirely decorated with simple
acanthus leaves and small, well-spaced Greek crosses. Their style is very simple and lacks the
maturity of Middle Byzantine sculptural decoration of southern Greece, but can be said to
resemble the archaic sculpture at the Koimesis church in Skripou, or at the church of Hagios
Gregorios inThebes from the ninth century. The carving on the imposts of the bema colonnettes
in the Moni Petraki katholikon is adorned by work of the same hand as that on the string-courses.

Once again, with regard to the problem of dating”’ the two Byzantine phases of the katho-
likon, we may consider the following features together with the foregoing discussion of the
decorative sculpture — the semicircular shape of the three exterior apses of the sanctuary,
the ‘arcade pattern’”' triple-light window in the bema, the absence of brick jambs in the
same window, the absence of dentil courses in the walls and the extremely simple masonry
in the lower parts of the walls — and accept the view that the first phase of the katholikon
belongs to the tenth century,* perhaps to the first half of that century.

The changes that were made, probably during the twelfth century, were indeed radical. It appears
that the longitudinal vaults”® had collapsed and were rebuilt, as were the upper parts of the walls,
except at the cast end. It may have been then that they added the masonry in the two conches on
cither side of the altar and, naturally, the dome was rebuilt. We have already mentioned the prob-
able renovation of the templon in the twelfth century.

Orlandos™ and Lazaridis” have published notes about the modern interventions in the katholikon.

18 Sotiriou, Movi| [Tetpdxm, 112, pl. 50, 2; Orlandos, Mvnueion AOnvav-Attikiic, 127, fig. 159; M. Sklavou-Mavroidi,
Ivrea, op. cit., 10, 88, 98, 102, 104, 106, 111, 134; O. Gratziou and A. Lazaridou, A70 v ypiotioviki coiloy ot
Bulavtivé Movoeio (Athens 2006) 359, fig. 654.

19 ‘Scalloped bema’ (C. Mango).

20 A.H.S.Megaw in Chronology ignores completely the katholikon of the Petraki monastery because in the 1930s the monument
was completely covered with modern plaster (Orlandos, Mvnugio. ABnvav-Attikiig, fig. 157).

21 ‘Arcade pattern’ (A.H.S. Megaw, Chronology).

22 Vokotopoulos, ExkAnaiactixn Apyitextoviki, 143,153 n. 2, 165, pl. 201.

23 In the longitudinal section is shown the outline of the keystones of the barrel vault inclined to the east and the awkward sup-
port of the west vault.

24 A. Orlandos, Epyaciot avacmAOoeng necalmvik®dy uwnuelov, ABME 5 (1939-40) 207-208, fig. 1, 2.

25 P, Lazaridis, Epyociot cuvtnpnoewg, ArchDelt 16 (1960) 65; ArchDelt 20 (1965) 133, 134; ArchDelt 23 (1968) 114; ArchDelt 26
(1971) 63; ArchDelt 27 (1972) 185; ArchDelt 28 (1973) 53; ArchDelt 29 (1974) 182.

[
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Sotera of Kottakis

The church dedicated to the Metamorphosis/ Transfiguration of the Savior (Fig. 213), known
as the Sotera of Kottakis, which is located on Kydathenaion Street, underwent the usual dis-
figurement common to Athenian churches (in 1834, 1856 and 1908) in order to meet the
needs dictated by the growing congregation. What remains of the Byzantine monument is,
basically, the naos and the sanctuary; the west end and partially the sidewalls were demolished
and new structures covered whatever else remained, except for the east facade of the church and
the dome.

The Kottakis Sotera is a domed, cross-in-square church. After the demolition of the west
wall and the west vault, a large vaulted hall was added in two stages, as well as side aisles cov-
ered with small transverse vaults. In this way the church was transformed into a longitudinal
three-aisled basilica (Fig. 214) with a transept and a disproportionally small dome. On cither
side of the parabemata, two chapels were
formed.'

The complete absence of studies and
documentation before the modifications’
limits the possibilities of observation and
obstructs the reconstruction of the church
(Fig. 214). With regard to the position of
the west wall of the naos, it is worth noting
that the first pair of arches belonging to the
extension has much smaller openings than
all the others. Clearly a section of the west
wall, in the form of a pier, was preserved in
its original position. There is no evidence
to suggest that there was once a narthex in
the church’s original form. We know noth-
ing about the shape of the vaults that cov-
ered the two corner bays of the naos, but
may conjecture that they were similar to
those on the east side. These are square in
plan and have pendentive domes. The bar-
rel vaults of the prothesis and diakonikon are

considerably lower; they terminate at the

castern supporting arches of the domical

vaults. Figure 213 Sotera of Kottakis. Partial view from the southeast.

1 The north of Hagios Demetrios and the south of Hagios Georgios.
2 The plan by Monneret de Villard (Inedita byzantina, Monitore Tecnico [Milano 1912] 433) was republished by Xyngopoulos in
Mvnueio AOnvav, 94-95, fig. 107. It represents the church before the second extension.
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Figure 214 Sotera of Kottakis. Plan and north—south Figure 215 Sotera of Kottakis. Restored plan and north

section. Actual state. Drawing by K. Aslanidis. south section. Drawing by K. Aslanidis.

The bema apse has especially high proportions. ? In the sanctuary there is a chamfered string-
course at the height of the column imposts, but not at the springing of the half-dome of the
apse, with the result that the apse seems even higher. No string-course survives in the dome
between the pendentives and the tympanum. Instead, more recent string-courses have been

installed at the height of the base of the eight windows and at the springing of the dome.

3 Under the influence of the katholikon of the Petraki monastery. See Vokotopoulos, Exkinotactixn Apyitextovicy, 153 n. 2.
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The shafts of the two columns on the west side have been replaced with new ones.* The
capitals of the two columns on the cast side are Corinthian, from the Roman period, again
with high proportions and with prominent cracks from thermal fractures. Their volutes have
been cut down and reworked.® On one column, in the place of a capital an inverted Ionic base
has been used. The original pavement is not preserved, or has been covered with new paving.®

As for its typology, the Sotera of Kottakis is a complex, cross-in-square, domed church
with an elongated sanctuary.” In other words, it belongs to the same variation we find
at Hagia Aikaterine, and it is assumed that both follow the typology of the Moni Petraki
katholikon.® The apses of the bema and parabemata are semicircular on the exterior. The
square form of the corner bays lends the general impression of a square plan to the main
body of the church as well.

There is very little that can be said about the architectural forms of the church, mainly
concerning the east end and the dome. The bema’ apse has a large triple-light window without
a surrounding arch (arcade pattern), but its jambs are not of brick. A simple dentil course
runs around the window arches and continues around the conches of the parabemara where
it surrounds their single-light windows.

A chamfered cornice bridges the col- L

™

umn imposts (decorated with rosettes),

and the three parts of the window are

closed with horizontally arranged brick-

work that forms a recessed partition. The

masonry of the three apses is well-made
with ashlars in courses of equal height
and an intervening brick course, with-
out, however, being cloisonné masonry.
The apex of the apses has a dentil frieze
and a dentil cornice.

The dome is typical ‘Athenian’ (Fig, 216),
with eight single-light windows. The thin
bricks that form the arches do not reach all
the way down the dome, but to just slightly

lower than the springing of the arches.  Figure 216 Sotera of Kottakis. Dome.

4 In the garden, to the west of the church, lie three column shafts, possibly those which originally supported the dome. Two of
them are of marble from Hymettus, the third is of Karystian stone (cipollino).

5 It seems that the damage on the helixes was done before their use in the Sotera church, given that the broken corners of their
abaci are reworked, perhaps in order to upgrade their form.

6 The level of the floor was raised twice. The height difference between the pavement of the sanctuary and the space west of the
four columns is 53 cm. Between the east columns stands a modern, marble templon.

7 M. Kappas, O vaog t@v Ayiwv Amootorwv Kedbuvov (Thessaloniki 2001) 41; idem, ‘O vaodg tiig Iavtopacitccag oty
Tpiyrew, 260v Zvuroaciov tijc Xpioniavikijs Apyoroloyiic Eraipeiog (2006) 30-31.

8 See above p. 259.

9 The plastered cast fagade was restored in 1939. A. Orlandos, Epyociot avacmAdcemg pesaovikdy pvnugiov, ABME 5
(1939-40) 207; Stikas, OpAGvVI0G O GVOGTNAMTNG, 494.
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The surrounding chamfered marble cornices reach to the same height and from the space
between them project simple waterspouts.'® The external face of the dome’s tympanum is of
cloisonné masonry with seven courses of unequal height. Remnants of the original(?) window
frames can be seen in two of the windows.

In the sanctuary we find a chamfered string-course only at the height of the column imposts
and not at the springing of the semi-dome in the bema apse, with the result that the concave
surface with the depiction of the Panagia Platytera seems disproportionately high.

The destruction or covering over of the sidewalls, as well as the demolition of the entire
west section of the church, seriously limits our ability to reconstruct the church’s original
form. We will focus on the ground plan and horizontal section, whose specifications can be
deduced with certainty from the naos and the sanctuary; while it is reasonable to assume that
the west wall was erected, at some point in time, between the two modern piers, at a distance
of 1.50 meters from the columns.

On the sole basis of these elements at the east end, the date of the Sotera of Kottakis church
can only be estimated approximately. Xyngopoulos’s'' vague dating to the eleventh or twelfth
century was improved on by Megaw,'” who took into account the shape of the triple-light
window and the use of dentil courses. The form of masonry and the rounded exterior apses in
the sanctuary also bear witness to its early date. Consequently, we accept'’ the view of Voko-
topoulos'* that we find here an imitation of the katholikon of Moni Petraki and that the Sotera
of Kottakis church should be dated in the last decades of the tenth century. In any case, the
austerely square form of the main body of the church and the shape of the ‘Athenian’ dome
testify that the Sotera church post-dates the Panagia church at Hosios Loukas, although the

possibility cannot be excluded that the dome was repaired after the original one had collapsed.

10 Tsouris, Kepapomiaotikog didroouog, n. 177, 179.

11 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio AOnvav.

12 Megaw, Chronology. He did not study the Sotera of Kottakis because in 1933 the church was covered with plaster.
13 Boura, A1dkoouog, 12; M. Kappas, op. cit., 278; Chatzidakis, Mecopvlavtivi Tégvn, 294-295.

14 Vokotopoulos, ExxAnaiactixn Apyitextoviki, 205 n. 2.
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Soteira Lykodemou

The extensive repair to the Soteira Lykodemou church', which was seriously damaged in the
War of Independence, was undertaken around 1850 by the engineer Telemachos Vlassopoulos
with the scientific supervision of Archimandrite Antonin. Within the context of the prevailing
ideas of that period, the work was highly successful. However, the restoration inspired from
its very outset a lively debate about the authenticity of the Soteira Lykodemou church as a
Byzantine monument and posed an obstacle to its systematic, scientific study. A recent work’
attempted to resolve the doubts and finally clarify which parts remained intact; and this work
does indeed offer material for a better understanding of the Byzantine form of the church and
which elements were reworked.

A drawing by Fauvel® offers a picture of what the church looked like before the War of
Independence. Drawings of the church in ruins, before its repair, were made by Bindesboll
(1835),* Lenoir (1840)° and Couchaud (1842).° All of the drawings provide useful informa-
tion, especially that by Durand (1842 and 1847),” which is the most detailed and shows the
interior of the church. Unfortunately, the drawings by Vlassopoulos, on which the reconstruc-
tion was based, have not been found.

Subsequent scientific investigations, notes, references and comparisons are insufficient, as
are the drawings of plan and section by Schultz® that were published later. Moreover, the
extensive entry in Xyngopoulos’s Mnemeia Athenon’ (Mvnueia Abnvév) is not based on original
research. The church was the katholikon of a monastery, as is attested by later texts.'

We have no written evidence for the Soteira church. However, there are at least
twenty-one graffiti that were transcribed and published by Antonin,'" one of which refers
to the death of the church’s original founder and provides a terminus ante quem of 1031
for the monument. In the eleventh and twelfth centuries the church was surrounded by
the (previously discussed) extension of the residential area into the area that is now the
National Gardens and Syntagma Square. However, in modern depictions it appears iso-
lated, outside the city limits."” It is very likely that the earthquake of 1705 left the church
on the verge of collapse and made necessary the clumsy additions that are attested in the

pre-restoration drawings (Fig. 218): the windows were filled in, as well as eleven of the

The church of the Soteira Lykodenou, known also as Hagios Nikodemos, is the largest surviving church in Athens.
Bouras, Soteira.

Byzance Retrouvée, 163, fig. 96.

Bendtsen, Sketches, 305, no. G.B. 074.

A. Lenoir, Architecture Monastique (Paris 1856) 329, 343, 369.
Couchaud, Choix, 18, pl. XI, XII, XIII.

Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 43—44.

Schultz and Barnsley, St. Luke, 15, fig. 8.

Xyngopoulos, Mvnpelo. AOnvév, 80-83.

10 Known as ‘Anargyreia Apospasmata’. Kambouroglous, Totopic, 285 ff.
11 Antonin, 1874, 1—14, no. 1-21, pl. 1-5.

12 Bouras, Soteira, 12 n. 18.
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Figure 217 Soteira Lykodemou. Reconstructive Figure 218 Soteira Lykodemou, as before 1820.
plans (at ground and at gallery level) Reconstructive plans (at ground and
and east—west section. at gallery level) and east—west section.

twelve openings at gallery level that supported the dome."” New wall paintings14 appear
to date from this time.

During the War of Independence, bombs from the Acropolis destroyed part of the dome, the
west fagade, the vaulting on the west side and part of the sidewalls. A drawing by Vlassopoulos that

13 Ibid. Compare the drawings 8 and 9.
14 S. Kalantzopoulou, Meoaiwvikoi vaoi tijc AOivag 6o cwlousve ayéoia kai onueldoels 1od P Durand (Athens 2000)
A'Text, 35-38, 237-251, B PL. 5459, 61-63.
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was published by Lampakis'® shows the dome in its destroyed state. Today the damaged section is
distinguishable only with difficulty from the authentic parts. 1° ]t is certain that in the course of the
repairs all the compromised elements were removed, including the dome and the newer interior
walls that supported it. They were rebuilt on the remains of the original walls, using as a guideline
for the vaulting the levels that were preserved at the east end of the church."”

In 1847 the Soteira Lykodemou church was granted to the Russian Orthodox parish of
Athens. A heavy icon screen replaced the original templon, and wall paintings by Thiersch
now covered the interior. A Neo-Byzantine bell tower was erected to the west of the
church."

The Soteira church represents in Athens the so-called “Mainland octagon’ or ‘Greek cross
octagon’ type (Fig. 217)," with a gallery above the side aisles and narthex. The bema flanked by
shallow conches gives the impression of a triconch and together with the parabemata forms the

sanctuary. At the level of the gallery above the prothesis and diakonikon are formed chapels with

Figure 219 Soteira Lykodemou. The conches of the diakonikon, of the bema and of the prothesis.

15 G. Lampakis, O vaog 10D Nucodfjuov, Efdouds (1885) 5571f., 575 and Bouras, Soteira, 13, fig. 2.

16 See the drawing by K. Koliopoulos in Bouras, Soteira, 14, fig. 3.

17 Bouras, Soteira, 13. For the recent works of preservation, sce A. Orlandos in EEBX 30 (1960—61) 682; Stikas, ‘Opravdog 6
AVOOTNAMTNG, 497; Lazaridis (1960) 65; Lazaridis (1967) 149, 152; P. Lazaridis, ArchDelt 25 (1970) 138 K.£.

18 In EMEE A2 (1929) 80, fig. 76. For a photograph of the bell tower just after its construction, see Avor 18391900,
Dwroypapiréc Mapropieg (Athens 1985) fig. 71.

19 E. Stikas, Léglise byzantine de Christianou (Paris 1951) 41, fig. 19,71, 109.
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three-sided apses on the exterior (Fig. 219).
Unfortunately, we do not know the origi-
nal nature of the non-weight-bearing walls
in the interior and whether they created
secondary spatial units; neither is it known
with certainty what shape was assumed
by the vaulting that supported the galler-
ies. Moreover, we are ignorant of how one
ascended to the galleries, although it is most
likely that there was an independent exter-
nal staircase. In the narthex, to the left of the
entrance, there is an arcosolium that must
once have marked a grave.

The well-preserved  morphological and
decorative elements in the eastern part of the
church permit us to make substantial obser-
vations associated with the early date of the
church, and of more general interest. As in
other monuments of the same architectural
type, a pair of pilasters spanned by large arches
externalizes the cross-arms and dominates the

sidewalls axially, while at the level of the gal-

leries there are large double—light windows

Figure 220 Soteira Lykodemou. South gable.

separated by columns (Fig, 220). The dome, as

shown in the drawings by Vlassopoulos™ and

Durand,” was shallow; a tympanum was visible only on the exterior, with single-light windows
whose arches penetrate the dome. The bema apse has a triple-light window at the lower level and a
single-light window on the three sides at the gallery level. The parabemata conches and those of the
overlying chapels are fused and project as tall, slender apses on the cast facade.

There are relatively few marble elements in the church, and they are limited to the col-
umns of the three double-light openings and the colonnettes of the windows. Their imposts
are decorated with crosses and rosettes.”” The shape of the templon that was removed between
1843 and 1847” is recorded in a rather clumsy drawing by Lenoir.** Nothing of the original
pavement has survived. The marble crepidoma that runs around the building is an addition by
Vlassopoulos”™ and did not exist in the church’s original form.

20 G. Lampakis, O vadg, op. cit.

21 Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 44. Between the windows were depicted full-length prophets and above, in the next zone, angels
supporting the cycle of heavens. See also T. Kalantzopoulou, Avo Bolovtivoi vooi tiig AOMvag kotd Tév 190 aidva, in
Owpiriov, Apiépwua otij uvijun I1. Aalopion (Athens 2004) 170-171.

22 Bouras, Soteira, fig. 10-13.

23 Between the two visits of P. Durand in Athens.

24 Republished by Xyngopoulos, Mvnueia AOnvév, 81, fig. 80. For the original templon, see also Neroutsos, Xpiotiavikei
AOfjvar, 4IEE 3 (1889) 87 ff.

25 A typical feature of neoclassical architecture prevailing in Athens at that time.
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Figure 222 Soteira Lykodemou. Cufesque brickwork
frieze (detail).

The masonry is cloisonné with ceramic
decoration (Fig. 221) and, to a lesser degree,
simple upright bricks set between the courses
of porous stone ashlars. The horizontal rows
of brick are usually double. The decoration is

pseudo-Cufic,” but there is also a significant

Figure 223 Soteira Lykodemou. Original (?) wall
paintings of the church. Hagios Stephanos
ferent combinations of bricks. Of greater and Hagios Ioannes Theologos.

amount of simpler decoration formed by dif-

interest is the pseudo-Cufic frieze (Fig. 222)
that runs between the dentil courses at a low level on the sidewalls.”” The frieze is composed
of ceramic plaques with the motifs protruding slightly from the ground, which is filled with

26 Megaw, Chronology, 95, 96, 104116, 118, 120, 122, 124,126, pl. 30 nos. 4654, 31 no. 4; Tsouris, Kepaporlaotikog
Sidroouog, 66-67,107-108, 113, 128, 140, 156; Nikonanos, ALKOGIIGELS, 336338.
27 Bouras, Soteira, 21, 22, fig. 16.
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Figure 224 Soteira Lykodemou. East facade.

white mortar — a technique similar to that found in champleve carving, Comparable decora-

tive plaques in imitation of the originals have been incorporated in the restored west fagade.

With regard to construction, the Soteira offers little information, since the vaulting is

restored and the walls and apses are covered with modern wall paintings. Very little survives

of the Middle Byzantine painted decoration (Fig. 223). We possess only indirect indications

of the iconography on the dome?® from the drawings made by Lenoir and Durand. The Post-

Byzantine wall paintings are better known, again thanks to Durand.”

All of the above, concerning both typology and morphology, confirms the monument’s direct

relationship with the two churches at Hosios Loukas. The Soteira Lykodemou is the oldest and

most faithful copy of that monastery’s katholikon. Besides most of the morphological elements, it

is the proportional relations® that attest the
direct connection between the Soteira church
and the katholikon (Figs. 224, 225). And the
ceramic decoration with the pseudo-Cufic
letters and the frieze confirm a direct link
with the Panagia church at Hosios Loukas.
Megaw had drawn attention to these paral-
lels already in 1933.The Soteira Lykodemou
and the church of the Hagioi Apostoloi in the
Athenian Agora bear witness to the direct
influence of the monastery in Phokis on the
architecture of Athens and, subsequently, of

Greece more generally.

28 See above n. 21.
29 See above n. 14.

30 Bouras, Soteira, 22, comparative table.

Figure 225 Soteira Lykodemou. View from northeast.
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Taxiarchs church in the Roman Agora

The church dedicated to the Taxiarchs, or Archangels, in the Roman Agora, like the neigh-
boring church of Profitis Ilias, was demolished in circa 1850," both victims of the Athenians’
ignorance and their zeal for meeting the needs of everyday life.” The central position of this
monument, its close proximity to the Archegetis Gate of the Roman Agora, and its fine condi-
tion meant that both measured and perspective drawings were made of the church, thereby
providing us with a very good picture of its appearance.

A relatively recent study’ of the church mentions nine drawings that were made before
1850.Two more can be added to these: by L.E.S. Fauvel* and L. Lange.” The fullest depictions
are by the Danish architect M. Bindesboll® (Fig. 226) and by the Frenchman Gailhabaud” (Fig.
227), which when combined offer nearly complete data about the church. A further source
of information consists of the marble architectural members of the Taxiarchs church that
were incorporated into the modern church of the Panagia Gregorousa built on the same site.
These include columns, window colonnettes and a sarcophagus of exquisite quality,® which

was built into the parapet of the gallery in the

new church.

The Taxiarchs was a relatively small church
(5.50 X 8.20 m ground plan), a cross-in-
square, domed, two-columned variation with
a later narthex at the end of which there were
arcosolia with sarcophagi. The excellent cloi-

sonné masonry, sculpture and wall-to-wall

painting9 testify to the founders’ wealth. One

could say that the church summed up many

S : : — of the characteristics of Athenian churches:

the elegant dome, the crispness of the masses
Figure 226 Church of the Taxiarchs in the Roman

and outlines, and the articulation of the sur-
Agora. Plan. Based on a drawing by M. G.

Bindesboll. By kind permission of the faces with dentil courses and cornices. The

Danish National Art Library, Copenhagen.  horseshoe arches of the three openings in the

According to K. Pittakis ArchEph 9 [1853] the church was burnt down during the Greek War of Independence and restored in
1852. In the church was found an ancient pedestal with an inscription (no. 1835) published by Pittakis. A stele, also with an
inscription, was used to support the altar.

The name of the new church is Panagia Gregorousa.

Bouras, Taxiarchs, 69-74.

Byzance retrouvée, 164, ﬁg. 97.

R. Baumstark (ed.), Das Neue Hellas (Munich 2000) 511512, fig. 373.

Bendtsen, Sketches, 304, fig. 84, 85; Kristensen, A60nva, 104, fig. 126.

Gailhabaud, Larchitecture duVe au XVIle siécle (Paris 1854) i. The drawings are republished in EMME, 1, B, 1929, 87, fig. 91, as
‘unknown church’. On its identification with the Taxiarchs, see Philippidou, Metapdppwotg, 81, fig. 2.

N o RwN
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In the plan drawing by Couchaud are shown the two sarcophagi in the later narthex of the church (Couchaud, Choix, 20,
pl. XVI).
According to the section drawings by Bindesboll. We do not know whether P. Durand, who studied systematically the wall

e

paintings of the Athenian churches, ignored the Taxiarchs or gave the monument the name Hagios Michael by mistake (Kalant-

zopoulou, Durand, 87).
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Figure 227 Church of the Taxiarchs in the Roman Agora. West and east ends. Elevation drawings by Gailhabaud.

original fagade, constructed of porous stone ashlars, are reminiscent of similar arches at Kap-
nikarea and the Asomatoi church near Theseion. There were marble doorways with cornices
at all of the entrances and isolated ceramic bowls marked the axis of the two short sides. In
the Ottoman period part of the western fagade was plastered and a single-arched belfry was
erected above the roof of the west side.

The date of the Taxiarchs church can only be estimated, given the absence of information
about the ceramic decoration that presumably once existed. Certain similarities in architectural
forms point to a date for the church in the eleventh century, while the rich decoration of the
sarcophagus and its resemblance to that in the Hagioi Apostoloi church in the Agora suggest that
a narthex with arcosolia was created to house important graves and coincides more neatly with
social tendencies of the twelfth century in which great significance was given to family origin and
the reputation of the name of the deceased, whether or not he was the founder.

Two short, impost column capitals in the propylon of the modern church (not included in
the 2001 publication) are adorned with simple foliate crosses and may well have belonged to
two columns in the original church. They are not spolia but, on the other hand, present no

particular interest.
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Hagios Filippos

The extent to which the church dedicated to St Philip, demolished long ago, was Middle Byzan-
tine remains problematic. On the site of the original church, a new one of the same dedication still
stands today, on Adrianou Street to the north of the Athenian Agora, and appears not to preserve
anything from the old monument.'

It was thought that our only information about the medieval monument came from two
drawings by Couchaud.” They consist of a plan of a three-aisled basilica without a narthex and a
drawing of a western fagade (Fig. 228) characterized by an elevated central aisle and the slightly
pointed arch over the lintel shrine that surmounts the entrance.

However, two drawings by Durand® (Fig. 229, 230) certainly depict the same building. Com-
parison of the west facades as drawn by Couchaud and Durand yields shared idiosyncrasies: the
overall disposition of the elevated central aisle, the double-light window in the upper section

with the flanking ceramic bowls, the shape of the

entrance with the ‘heavy lintel” and the arch over
the lintel. The serious divergence between the
two lies in the division of the aisles of the basilica:
with three pairs of columns in Couchaud’s draw-
ing, and with walls in Durand’s. In the brief text
provided by Couchaud, he states clearly that at
the time of his visit only the castern and western

parts of the church survived, so obviously in the

plan the columns were his reconstruction, since

he understood the walls to be more recent.
The Danish architect Bindesboll* left a drawing Fioe 228 Hasios Filisoos. West facade. Drauwi
i aglos Flippos. West tacade. Drawin
entitled ‘Greek church’ that also shows, without g byi. Coucp}gu d(18 42; g

a doubt, the church of Hagios Filippos. It is an
exact section of the central aisle, with a view of
the east wall and the bema apse. We see here again (n
the features depicted in Durand’s drawing, espe- .
cially the longitudinal walls between the aisles.

In these walls there is a single large arched pas-

sage and two large arched windows. In both sec-

tion drawings of the central aisle, it is clear that a i

small, secondary prothesis conch had been made in
th t it Figure 229 Hagios Filippos. View from the south-
¢ correct position. west. Drawing by P. Durand. Athens,

However, the name of the monument on both M. Charitatos Collection.
drawings by Durand is problematic. He calls it ‘Saint

1 J. Travlos (IToAeodopuixij, 259, no. 94) argues that the existing church is part of the (repaired) original.

2 Couchaud, Choix, 12, pl. II. Republished by Xyngopoulos, Mynpugia AOnviv, 63-65, fig. 49, 50.

3 Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 74. Perspective views of the church from southwest and of the interior looking east.

4 Bendtsen, Sketches, G.B. 073, 122, fig. 78, 305. A drawing by Chr. Hansen of a three-aisled basilica (ibid., Chr. H. 250, fig. 80,
p- 249) cannot be identified with Hagios Filippos.
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Figure 230 Hagios Filippos. The interior looking
east. Drawing by P. Durand. Athens,
M. Charitatos Collection.
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Nikolas Epanosidriotis’.” According to Biris,®

|

this name did not exist. But on the general map
of Athenian churches, there is a church of Hagios
Nikolaos” (now gone) located in the immediate
vicinity of Hagios Filippos.® It is very likely that
Durand, poorly informed,’ noted the name of

one church on the drawing of another. It is not

accidental that Bindesboll does not give a name
for the same building,

Figure 231 Hagios Filippos. Above: sanctuary apse and

There are several divergences between the castwall: bloww:plan, west facale, cast
three documents that should be noted. While the west section. Sketches by M.G. Bindesboll.
fagade published by Couchaud was essential for By kind permission of the Danish National
the identification of the church, the plan is not Art Library, Copenhagen.
reliable. The ground plan sketch by Bindesbell
gives the overall proportions for the building as approximately 1:1 (not 1:1.60 as in the Couchaud
plan), which is roughly consistent with the proportions of the perspective drawing by Durand,
whose reliability is undisputed because they were arrived at with the use of a camera obscura.
Consequently, the church was not as long as shown by Couchaud and the sanctuary was not as
deep as it is depicted in his drawing, On the basis of the measured sectional drawing by Bindesbell
(Fig. 231), the apse must have had a diameter of about 2.26 meters and not 3.40, pace Couchaud.

5 S. Kalantzopoulou, Mecaiwvixoi vaoi tijc AOivag, op. cit., A’ , 212-215.

6 K. Biris, Ai ékxAnoior tv nadai@dv AOnvav (Athens 1940).

7 On the last phase of the small church of Hagios Nikolaos, see Shear (1997) 544—546.

8 K. Biris, op. cit., 51. In the map the two adjacent churches have the numbers 93 and 94.

9 Note that both churches were in ruins and that the Athenians had not celebrated a liturgy there for more than twenty years
before the visit of P. Durand.
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Figure 232 Hagios Filippos. Restored plan and north— Figure 233 Hagios Filippos. Plan and north—south section
south section. of the church during the Ottoman period.

From the drawings of Durand and Bindesboll it emerges that in the elevated clerestory there
were arched windows, as well as a string-course delineating the boundaries of the side aisles, and
surviving traces of a tall templon in the correct position.

Drawing together all of the above, we may deduce that the Hagios Filippos church was a
relatively small, three-aisled basilica without a narthex (Fig. 232) that, since it had lost its roof,
was reconstructed as a single-aisled basilica in the central aisle, most probably in the Ottoman
period (Fig. 233). The side aisles remained unroofed and the conches in the parabemata ceased
to be used. In the course of the reconstruction, a new prothesis conch was created and the entire

sanctuary was covered with wall paintings. The side entrances in the fagade were walled up.'

10 Drawing of the west fagade by Couchaud.
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With regard to the chronology of Hagios Filippos, Sotiriou'' connected the monument
with the basilica of Hagios Dionysios on the Arcopagus in order to arrive at a date in the
seventh or early eighth century."” But the church of Hagios Filippos does not resemble that of
Hagios Dionysios, nor was the latter so old."” Nevertheless, this early date was perpetuated in
Xyngopoulos’s Mnemeia Athenon (Mvnpgia Abnvav). '

Millet" believed that Hagios Filippos belonged to the Frankish period and that it was a
wooden-roofed basilica without galleries. The double-light window on the west end, the form
of the conches in the bema and parabemata, the decorative ceramic bowls, the dentil course,
and the blind arch over the lintel belong to the local Middle Byzantine architectural tradition.
Only the pointed arch, visible on Couchaud’s fagade, does not belong to this tradition and
created the suspicion that Hagios Filippos had been built just after the Frankish occupation.

ELEVEN ATHENIAN CHURCHES NOT INCLUDED IN THE CATALOGUE

The eleven Athenian churches that are very briefly mentioned in the list that follows have been
left outside the catalogue of Middle Byzantine churches because there is some doubt concern-

ing their chronology, or the data is exiguous, or for some other reasons.

1 The wall paintings of the Arch of Hadrian have already been discussed.'® Except for these
paintings, there are no other indications that there was once a church at this location;
neither do we possess any written references to the Arch or a church to confirm the
existence of a Byzantine monument.

2 The hermitage of Hagios Athanasios'” on the north slope of the Acropolis was created in
the castern part of the Cave of Pan. It was drawn by Travlos'® and described by Xyngop-
oulos'” and others.”® However, the date of the hermitage remains uncertain. Judging by a
photograph in the Byzantine and Christian Museum,”! the wall paintings belong to the early
Ottoman period.

3 The church of Hagia Thekla at Stavros was considered to be a small, Post-Byzantine basil-
ica.”? In 2001-2002 the church was moved so that one of the main arteries of modern

Athens, Mesogeion Avenue, could be widened. This provided the opportunity to remove

11 G. Sotiriou, Ta £peimia 0D mapd tov Apetov [1dyov fulavtivod vaod, ArchDelt 2 (1916) 119 ff.

12 1Ibid., 132.

13 Travlos and Frantz, St. Dionysios.

14 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio. AGmvav, 65.

15 Millet, Ecole, 21, based on the two drawings by Couchaud. The three-aisled Middle Byzantine basilicas will be discussed again.
A. Couchaud already made some vague allusions to the relation between the three-aisled Byzantine timber-roofed basilicas
and the architectural traditions of the West.

16 Sce above p. 48 and A. Orlandos, Al dyloypogion tijg év ABMvaug ITHANG t0d Adpravod, [IAdrwy 20 (1968) 39-40.

17 According to A. Xyngopoulos, church of Hagios Ioannes Chrysostomos.

18 Travlos, Dictionary, 418, fig. 536, 537, general map fig. 104.

19 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio ABnvav, 103, fig. 127-129.

20 Barkas et al., KAitdg, 20.

21 Archive of the Christian Archaeological Society, no. 6588. The mural paintings no longer exist.

22 Orlandos, Mvnueio ABvdv-ATTikig, 176 (without drawings).
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the outer layers of plaster and excavate the church interior. Two columns were discovered
in the position of the modern icon screen,”” making it clear that originally the church had
a cross-in-square plan, with a dome and a semicircular bema apse on the exterior, with
rubble masonry and many horizontally placed bricks. The monument was classified as
Late Byzantine,” but we cannot exclude the possibility that it is earlicr.

The ruinous church of Hagios Nikolaos, or Hagios Serapheim, at the foot of the
Acropolis® was reinvestigated and partially restored in 1999-2000.7 It is a complex,
or semi-complex, cross-in-square, domed church without a narthex. The monument,
already in ruins in the eighteenth century, was converted to a tower’ associated with
the Ottoman wall that stretched from the east side of the tower to the north wall of

the Acropolis. The existence of a muqarnas-shaped corbel”

and the pointcd window
arches were considered sufficient evidence to identify the Hagios Nikolaos church
as an Ottoman creation.”” However, the cloisonné masonry, marble door frame with
a molding, and corner bays™ cause one to suspect that this was a Middle Byzantine
construction that had fallen into ruin and was largely rebuilt on top of what remained
of the original walls and with liberal use of the older building material. The surround-
ing ruins of buildings and the cistern make it likely that Hagios Nikolaos was the
katholikon of a small monastery.

According toTravlos, the well-known Panagia stin Petra (‘Virgin on the Rock”) church® —
formerly the temple of Artemis Agrotera at Agrai32 — was Post-Byzantine. But the exis-
tence of a complex of much older graves constitutes a serious indication that the church
was consecrated already from the Early Christian period. The three-sided exterior apse
of the sanctuary belongs more likely to the Byzantine rather than the Post-Byzantine
period. Orlandos® also believed that the original temple had been converted into a sin-
gle-aisled, Early Christian basilica.

Among the drawings by Durand?®* is one depicting the dome of some church dedi-
cated to the Savior (Soter), but it has not been possible to identify it with a surviving
church, or with one mentioned in Biris’s catalogue.® It is a fascinating problem since

Proceedings of Central Archacological Council, 2 Oct. 2002.

By the excavators of the First Ephorate of Byzantine Antiquities. Near the church large storage pithoi were found buried in
the ground.

Xyngopoulos, Mynpelo. AOnvédv, 105-106, fig. 133, 134.

Barkas etal., KAitog, 9-12, fig. 5, 6, 7. Fig. 6 gives restored fagades of the church in two possible variations.

Bendtsen, Sketches, fig. 18, no. Chr. H. 011, 176; Tanoulas, Ilpondiaia, pl. fig. 67,p. 70,127, 113 n. 49.

Xyngopoulos, Mvnpela. AOnvév, 106, fig. 134.

From both A. Xyngopoulos and B. Barkas et al. The publication of the monument is brief.

The projecting pilasters of the sidewalls, in correspondence with the columns inside, confirm that the vaults of the corner
spaces of the church were independent, small domes or groin cross-vaults.

Demolished already in 1778 during the construction of the Haseki wall.

Travlos, Dictionary, 112—113.Travlos argued that in this place there once existed an early Christian basilica. See idem, ‘H
TOAOLOYPIETIOVIKY Pacthikh} Tod Atovuctokod OedTpov, ArchEph 2 (1953-54) 314,

Orlandos, Baoiliki, 155n. 1.

Kalantzopoulou, Durand, 83.

K. Biris, Ai éxrinoion tdv maloadv AOnvav, op. cit., 45-54.
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the iconography of the dome is Byzantine, and this confirms that the church, which
in all probability no longer exists, also belongs to the Middle Byzantine period. By
coincidence, the same dome was depicted by T. J. Wilson,* whose drawing was copied
by Westlake and published in the well-known, old handbook by Dalton.*” But, again,
except for the unspecified dedication ‘Soter’, no further information is provided.
The dome had eight ribs creating the vertical divisions, and these began low down
between the single-light windows and gradually became thinner as they ascended to
the top of the dome where a relatively small-scale Pantokrator was depicted. The wall
paintings in the dome’s sphere are in two zones, with cherubim in the upper zone and
angels supporting the heavens in the lower one. This rare iconographical arrangement
in the dome can be paralleled with that at the Metamorphosis church at Koropi,**
and also with the Soteira Lykodemou church, discussed above. These two examples
indicate an ecarly date, placing the nonextant monument in the tenth or first half of
the eleventh century. The ribs in the dome can be paralleled with those in the church
of Profitis Ilias in the Staropazaro,” which is also considered to be a relatively early
Athenian monument.

Between the Odeon of Herodes Atticus and the fortifications at the entrance to the
Acropolis, Stuart and Revett* noted in their drawings a small ruinous mosque or tekke
that, according to Pittakis,*" was originally a church known by the name Hagioi Anar-
gyroi.d'2 A tenth-century funerary inscription found in the environs became — without
justification*’ — the reason for considering that the ruins belonged to a Byzantine church.
We do not know the exact form of the monument.

A church that was probably built by the Athenian empress Eirene will be discussed later,
in the context of the historical interpretation of the monuments.*

The Sotera of Dikaios was also considered a Post-Byzantine monument® and was destroyed
long ago. It was located in the neighborhood of the Hagioi Anargyroi church, at the level
of Psyrri Square. The excavation by Alexandri*® in the plot at Ivis and Navarchou Apostoli
Streets resulted in the discovery of the remains of a church that was identified on the basis

T. Kalantzopoulou, Ayv®©6t0g TpovAAeiog vaog 6Ty AbHva, DChAE 27 (2006) 73-74.

O.M. Dalton, Byzantine Art and Archacology (Oxford 1911) 248, fig. 153.

Ch. Bouras, Greece, op. cit., 248, fig. 153; A. Orlandos, BuCavtvé uvnueio Aitoloakapvaviag, ABME 9 (1961) 13 n. 3
(dating of the monument to the tenth century).

Sce above p. 191 fig. 134.

J. Stuart and N. Revett, The Antiquities of Athens (London 1762—1816) vol. 2, pl. Il 1 and 11.

Pittakis excavated the site (ArchEph 13 [1857] 1637; ArchEph 14 [1858] 1710).

Xyngopoulos, Mvnugio. AOnv@dv, 91; K. Biris, 4i éxrlnoiau, op. cit., 53, no. 13.

The recycling of any kind of building material near the fortifications makes it difficult to correlate the inscription with the
church. A dating according to the Alexandrine chronological system (6427=934) cannot be supported. See J. Travlos, H
ToAooYPIoTIOVIKY Pactiikh Tod Ackinmieiov AOnvdv, ArchEph 78-80 (1939/1941) 67.

See below p. 313.

Xyngopoulos, Mvnpeio Abnvav, 110; Kambouroglous, AbOfvaa, 277 ff.

Alexandri (1969) 49.
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of drawings by Biris*” and Travlos.** According to the excavator, they discovered the south-
cast corner of the building, which was Byzantine in date. Ancient architectural members
were incorporated in the walls. In the adjacent Hellenistic building (which may have had
relevant rooms), two storage jars were found near a well. Unfortunately, neither drawings
nor photographs were published.

10 A small room with a semicircular apse was discovered in an excavation by the Ameri-
can School of Classical Studies in the Athenian Agora® and was interpreted as a church
because of the ossuaries found in its pavement. Preserved in very good condition, the
small church of unknown name was probably covered with a wooden roof, and had two
building phases, one of which may have been in the Middle Byzantine period. Its interest
is purely archacological.

11 The small church of Hagia Eirene in Plaka, originally a three-aisled basilica from the
Middle Byzantine period, was transformed into a single-aisled church in the Ottoman

period. 50

47 K. Biris, Ai ékicinaior, op. cit., 36.

48 Travlos, [loAeodopukij, fold-in pl. XII, no. 87.

49 Shear (1997) 535-537; A0ijvau, 234, fig. 13.

50 S.Voyatzis, H Ayla Eipivn otv ITAdka, DChAE 31 (2010) 41-51.
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Typology

Historically, typological analysis was considered an essential part of the study of Byzantine
church construction, although it is doubtful whether the choice of church type during the
construction of a new church was of particular importance to the Byzantines. The growing
popularity of domed designs was usually sufficient to satisfy founders’ — and indeed church-
men’s — taste for symbolic forms and the need to articulate internal spaces, not to mention
the needs for appropriate spaces for painted decoration.

This is the background to the widespread distribution of the cross-in-square, domed
church in Greece during the Middle Byzantine period, while other factors such as
finances, access to materials, terrain and, above all, function, determined the differ-
ent variations of the cross-in-square type. Vokotopoulos' remarked that ‘it is striking
how embedded is the notion that there were only four variations of the cross-in-square
church, those with which Orlandos occupied himself more than sixty years ago. This
observation is highly relevant to the churches of Athens, since among the twenty-seven
domed, cross-in-square churches in the catalogue, there are at least nine variations of
the basic type.

The churches in which the western supports for the dome are pilasters or longitudi-
nal walls extending from the west wall belong to the so-called transitional type of early
churches,” and are represented by relatively few examples.’ In Athens, Profitis Ilias and the
Hagioi Theodoroi belong to this variation, as do Hagios Nikolaos in the Agora* (preserved
only to the height of its pavement) and the chapel in the Library of Hadrian, whose name
is unknown. In the interior space of this variation, heavy masonry dominates and gives
the impression of a certain lack of daring as regards the support of the vaults. The second
phase of the older church undernecath the Fethiye Mosque may belong to the transitional,
cross-in-square type.

More rarely in Greece is found the variation in the katholikon of Moni Petraki, which
seems to have been followed in the churches of Hagia Aikaterine and Sotera of Kottakis.
They may be characterized as complex, four-columned types with a compact sanctuary.’
The fact that the space of the bema does not communicate with the parabemara makes
it almost certain that the remplon stood between the two east columns, and this varia-
tion should be identified as a simple, four-columned, domed, cross-in-square church with
an elongated sanctuary. One may wonder what the functional reasons were behind this

1 P.Vokotopoulos, book review in Mvnugio kai wepifidiiov 8 (2004) 170.

2 For the transitional type of Byzantine churches, of the so-called pre-Helladic group, see Vokotopoulos, ExrAnoiactii
Apyrtextovikn, 116-126.

3 D. Hayer, Saint Georges prés de Scala (Laconic), DChAE 12 (1984) 272 ff; D. Athanasoulis and M. Kappas, O otawpogidng
£yyeypoupEVos pé GUVETTLYLEVO TO dUTIKO okéL0G. Tvmoloyikég dtevipvicets, 250v Zouroaiov tijsc Xprotiovikije
Apyonodoyikijc Etaipeiag (2005) 1314, with reference to other examples.

4 Or three-aisled, timber-roofed.

5 M. Kappas, O vadg tdv Ayiwv Amootéiwy Kadduvov (Thessaloniki 2001) 276-278. (Determination given by G. Velenis,
41). See idem, O vaodg tiig [avtoPacitiocag oty Tpiyrewa, 260v Zvurdéoiov tijc Xprotiavikijc Apyaioloyixiis
Eraipeiog (2006) 30-31.
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variation. It may have been the need to isolate the parabemata in order to create there the
independent chapels.

In any case, these three Athenian churches, given their unclear dates, point again to
the problem of the introduction of the four-columned, square church plan into Greece:
whether the katholikon of Moni Petraki — which must have been the prototype — with its
various ancient elements and blind arches on its fagades, was the first to bring Constan-
tinopolitan architectural ideas to southern Greece, or whether it was preceded by the
construction around 960 of another prototype, the Panagia at Hosios Loukas. The size of
the Panagia and its artistic ambition, the striking distinctiveness of the exterior ceramic
decoration and quality of its carvings, as well as the fullness of the tripartite sanctuary,
all justify its influence as a model. On the other hand, the evidence already noted above®
probably places the construction of the Moni Petraki katholikon earlier than the Panagia.

The Panagia prototype — the complex, four-columned, cross-in-square, domed church —
would later be followed at Kapnikarea, the Kaisariani katholikon, possibly the Hagioi
Anargyroi in Psyrri Square, and in a simpler form at the Gorgoepekoos church (semi-
complex, four-columned). The two other versions are the most complex in Greece,
namely the simple four-columned (Asomatoi near Theseion, Omorfi Ekklesia in Galatsi,
Theologos and Metamorphosis in Plaka, and Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas) and the two-col-
umned (Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos, Koimesis in Goudi, the katholikon of the Hagios
lIoannes Kynegos monastery, of the Homologetai monastery, and the Taxiarchs in the
Roman Agora).

Among the cross-in-square, domed churches one may also classify the single-aisled churches
of the Megale Panagia and Asomatos sta Skalia. The latter may also be characterized as a com-
pact, cross-in-square church, despite the peculiarities imposed by its close proximity to the
propylon of the Library of Hadrian. A truly original architectural synthesis is the Hagioi Apos-
toloi in the Athenian Agora, where a domed, cross-in-square plan is fused with a tetraconch.
This unique architectural work embodies serious artistic aspirations, rather than representing
an attempt to accommodate surrounding conditions. We find precisely the opposite at Hagia
Marina, where the master builder adapted the features of a natural cave and produced an
improvised solution for the roof by cutting four very shallow arches out of the live rock to
support the dome.

In the category of wooden-roofed basilicas, we have the three-aisled church of Hagios
Filippos, the small, single-aisled church of the Acropolis Propylaia, and perhaps Hagios
Thomas and Hagios Nikolaos in the Agora. All four of these monuments were demol-
ished, leaving doubts about both their original form and their date. If the most important
of these, Hagios Filippos, does not date to the Frankish period, its presence in medieval
Athens is of some importance because it is the first example of a Middle Byzantine three-
aisled basilica noted in eastern mainland Greece, and it confirms the continuation of a
Late Antique type and its adaptation to medieval circumstances. The typical three-aisled,

Early Christian basilica with an elevated clerestory acquired a full sanctuary with three

6 Sce above p. 262.
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conches and a pair of wall piers that facilitated the positioning of the templon, while gal-
leries were discontinued. Vokotopoulos argued for the survival of the ancient type in the
Middle Byzantine period and refuted the view that it can be related to Slavic or Latin
models.”

The direct relationship between the Soteira Lykodemou and the katholikon of the Hosios
Loukas monastery was demonstrated in a relatively recent publication.® In the develop-
ment (essentially the simplification) of the prototype that is observable in those relatively
few examples of the so-called ‘Greek octagon type’” that can be dated after the Hosios
Loukas katholikon, the Soteira Lykodemou is without a doubt the closest and most faith-
ful copy. It is the only example that retains the galleries above the side aisles and the one
whose proportional relations most closely approach those of the prototype.'’ The type
did not spread widely because it could not be adapted in smaller-scale churches except
with daring simplifications, as we find in the chapel of the bell tower of the Hosios Loukas
monastery.“

With regard to the typology of the remaining monuments in the catalogue, it is not possible
to comment further since they are poorly preserved and without documentation.

The narthex of the cross-in-square church follows the tripartite church in respect to its
cross-vaulted roof.'” The archaic covering with a single barrel vault along the narthex was
not attested in Middle Byzantine Athens, perhaps because in the older examples, such as in
the church on the site of the Fethiye Mosque and in the Moni Petraki katholikon, the original
narthex was destroyed.

Worthy of note from the point of view of typology is, finally, the longitudinal building that
once ran along the north side of Kapnikarea and was contemporary with the naos. Its purpose
remains unknown. The large opening on its east side makes it more or less impossible that it

was a chapel.

Morphology and construction

Once more we find a direct relationship in the Byzantine ecclesiastical monuments of
Athens between typology, morphology and construction, a relationship that character-
izes the unassuming, functional and consistent architecture of this period. The same
issues reveal the great difference that existed in the Middle Byzantine period between
the architecture of the house and of the church — the former being cheap," the latter

meticulous in its construction. Given the poor state of preservation typical of domestic

7 Vokotopoulos, ExxAnciacnikij Apyitektoviki, 95105, mainly 99, 100. Bouras, Naodouia, 345, 371 n. 22-28.
8 Bouras, Soteira.
9 E. Stikas, 'église byzantine de Christianou et autres édifices de méme type (Paris 1951); Millet, Ecole, 105-115; Bouras, Noaoodouia,
352-353.
10 Bouras, Soteira, 22-23.
11 Ch. Bouras, AVO utkpoi vaoi, OKToymvikod Tomov, avékdotot, DChAE 3 (1962-63) 127-156.
12 G. Dimitrokallis, 'H xatoyoyn tdv otowpeniotéyoy vamdv, Xopiotipiov, B’, 194-211.
13 A. Cutler and ]. M. Spieser, Byzance Médiévale 700—1204 (Paris 1996) 7.
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architecture, I will limit my comments and observations about architectural morphology
to church construction.

As elsewhere, in Athens too there appear to have been both ornate and simple churches.
The impossibility of determining the date of construction for the simpler churches with-
out artistic pretensions leaves room for doubt concerning whether they were built at the
same time as the better-known, elaborately decorated churches, although this was very
likely the case. Nevertheless, morphological analysis is limited to the latter variety that,
especially in Athens and in the context of a particular style, presents important forms and
decoration. This style — which Millet rather ineptly'* dubbed the ‘Ecole grecque’ — was
studied from the point of view of its architectural forms, and its chronological framework
was investigated by Megaw. Later, and with the help of external information," the chro-
nology of the two churches at Hosios Loukas made it clear that most of the indications,
both typological and morphological, of the Helladic style began there; and also that the
oldest and most faithful copies of the two churches at Hosios Loukas were preserved in
Athens. '

The Middle Byzantine churches of Athens, except for the Soteira Lykodemou, are
small-scale in comparison with those of Constantinople or Thessalonica. They are, how-
ever, distinguished for their quality, the harmonious relations of the masses on the exter-
ior and the clarity of their outlines, which is achieved by the use of clean, geometric
shapes and flat surfaces in the walls. On the facades, the pursuit of symmetry is observ-
able in the openings set on the building’s main axes, with the emphasis placed on the
cross-arms, but also in the form of the openings, or their supplementary decoration.
One also discerns the attempt to organize the fagades by the use of horizontal elements,
such as chamfered marble bands at the lower level of the sanctuary windows and dentil
courses that run around the arches of the windows and, without interruption, continue
horizontally around the building.

The dome is the crowning feature of the architectural whole, and those that survive — with
the sole exception of the Soteira Lykodemou — are eight-sided prisms with an equal number
of windows. Usually the dome is of the type called ‘Athenian’, with a marble, arched cornice
on each side, supported on semi-columns at the corners, and above the chamfered imposts
are projecting waterspouts. The prototype for this elegant type is not found in Athens, but at
the church of the Panagia at Hosios Loukas monastery." The dome there is slightly disfigured
today, but it has marble champlevé revetment and archaizing lion-headed waterspouts, and

14 Given that, naturally, there were no schools of architecture in the Middle Ages and, moreover, because the word Grecque is
associated with classical Greece or with the modern Greek state or territory. On this point, see the preface by A. Grabar in
the 1974 reprint of the Ecole.

15 M. Chatzidakis, A propos de la date et du fondateur de Saint Luc, Cah. Arch. 19 (1969) 127-150; idem, Précisions sur le
fondateur de Saint Luc, Cah. Arch. 22 (1972) 87-88.

16 Ch. Bouras, Originality in Byzantine architecture, Mélanges Jean-Pierre Sodini, Travaux et Mémoires 15 (2005) 106, 108.

17 Boura, didkoouog, 22-56.
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became an object of imitation (with minor or major simplifications) not only in Athens,'® and
not only in the Middle Byzantine period."

The ambitions of the master builders and the quest for originality can be seen to be
expressed in the domes of the Athenian churches of the Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri and
Profitis Ilias in Staropazaro, in the form of the so-called ‘diplotholion’.”” Here the cornices
form a straight line around the dome, and the pyramidal roof of the dome has a step-like
break in each of its eight sides, but void of any structural purpose.’' Another original fea-
ture, again in the domes of Profitis Ilias and in the second phase of the katholikon of Moni
Petraki, are the relatively thick’” masonry semi-columns at the eight corners. We do not
know the shape of the dome in the first building phase of the katholikon — presumably it
was not ‘Athenian’.

The sanctuary apses in the churches under consideration are three-sided on the exte-
rior, with the exception of the oldest church in the position of the Fethiye Mosque, and
the katholikon of Moni Petraki together with the two churches that used it as a model.?’
The notion that the semicircular exterior conches are an indication of an earlier date and
are typical of older churches is based, on the one hand, on their similarity to conches
in Early Christian basilicas and, on the other, the fact that the circular shape created
difficulties for construction using cloisonné masonry, which became increasingly more
widespread.

In the churches of Athens we see the familiar picture for southern Greece in which con-
struction techniques develop gradually, followed by architectural forms. The masonry of the
church on the Fethiye Mosque site is poor quality, made from ficldstones with only a few
bricks and careless mortar. The situation improves with the katholikon of Moni Petraki, where
we find partially shaped stones accompanied by brick, and an overall impression of precision
and care in the construction. This is followed by eleventh-century masonry that uses large
prismatic stones in the lower levels of the walls,* supplemented with ashlars and horizon-
tal bricks, with the upper courses in cloisonné masonry. We see the first appearance of this
construction in the two monuments at Hosios Loukas, and it spread thanks to the reuse of
ancient worked stone, although it is not certain whether large, antique stone blocks were

always available.

18 ‘Athenian’ domes we have in Athens in the Hagioi Apolstoloi, Hagia Aikaterine, Hagios Asomatos near the Theseion, Hagioi
Asomatoi ‘sta Skalia’, Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos, Hagios Georgios in Galatsi, Gorgoepekoos, Hagioi Theodoroi, Hagios
loannes in Plaka, Kapnikarea, Megale Panagia, Metamorphosis in Plaka, Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas, Sotera of Kottakis and
the Taxiarchs in the Roman Agora. The ‘Athenian’ type of dome was also adopted by some Middle Byzantine churches of the
Mani (Hagia Barbara in Skoutari, Episkopi, Taxiarch in Glezos, Taxiarch in Charouda, Hagia Barbara in Eremos ct al.).

19 Even in the late Post-Byzantine period, as in Hagios Dimitris and the katholikon of the Phaneromeni monastery, both on the
island of Salamis.

20 A. Orlandos, Bulavtva pvnueia thg Avopov, ABME 8 (1955-1956) 52-53.

21 The break like a step of the roof makes sense in the case of large domes or large conches, in order to reduce the weight of
the filling between the extrados of the vaults and the tile coverings as e.g. in the Rotunda of Thessaloniki.

22 Similar cases are the domes of the Hodegetria of Monemvasia and of the katholikon of Daphni.

23 Namely Hagia Aikaterine and Sotera of Kottakis.

24 The masonry with big ashlar stones was studied in particular by G. Hadji-Minaglou (Grand appareil). For the chronological
classification of the monuments based on this kind of masonry, see ibid., 184186, pl. 3.
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The creation of large crosses,” or T-** or II-shapes”’, built into the walls with the use
of large rectangular stones, and the use of such bulky stones at the corners™ of build-
ings naturally lends these structures a solidity and sturdiness since they usually take up
the entire wall thickness. The similarity to the Roman system of masonry known as opus
africanum™ — a favored notion of Orlandos® — is simply not persuasive given the rarity
of examples attested’’ in Greece. The heavy, upright boulders also require a solid founda-
tion, something to which the Athenian masons paid special attention, at least to judge by
the preservation of the Athenian examples. It may be this requirement that explains the
solution found in the twelfth century of creating an independent crepidoma, as is found in
the examples of this time.

In the katholikon of Moni Petraki, at the churches of the Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri, Soteira
Lykodemou, and the katholikon of Kaisariani, the arches exteriorize the transverse vaults on
the side fagades: they are emphasized by the use of flanking pilasters and draw attention to
the cross-arms. The idea is probably Constantinopolitan, because in a cross-in-square monu-
ment in the capital (as also in the first phase of the Moni Petraki katholikon) (Fig. 214 the
middle of the three blind arches that correspond to the naos is higher than the other two and
dominates the overall impression. In imitation of the churches at the Hosios Loukas monas-
tery, the system enjoyed a wide distribution, with at least fourteen other examples known
in Greece.

In the Athenian churches, the arches of the openings are generally semicircular and usu-
ally somewhat stilted. A distinctive shape that has as its starting point the Panagia church at
Hosios Loukas™ is the horseshoe arch.** The existence of this shape in Greece is a problem and
is thought to be connected — like decorative Cufic letters too — with architecture in the Arab
sphere.* In Athens, we find a horseshoe arch on the entrance to Kapnikarea, the Asomatoi in
the Roman Agora, the Asomatoi inTheseion, Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas, the Theologos church
in Plaka, on the dome of the Gorgoepekoos church, on an icon frame at Hagios Loukas, on the
propylon of the Kynegos monastery and on an unknown church whose window was drawn by
Hansen in 1834.% Bearing in mind the limited number of examples in Greece,* the horseshoe

25 In the Hagioi Apostoloi, Hagioi Asomatoi near Theseion, Hagioi Theodoroi. See idem, 180, pl. 2.

26 In the above churches and also in Gorgoepekoos.

27 As in Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas.

28 At the corners of the west fagade of Soteira Lykodemou, the big blocks are still in situ. The bema apse of Gorgoepekoos is
formed with big ashlar blocks, adapted to the 120-degree corners. On the Hagioi Apostoloi, see Frantz, Holy Apostles, fig.
12. Upright, vertically arranged ashlar blocks form pillars that were incorporated into the fagades of Hagioi Apostoloi and
Kapnikarea.

29 R. Ginouvez et al., Dictionnare méthodique de I’ architecture grecque et romaine, 1 (Paris 1985) 102, pl. 26, 1-3.

30 A. Orlandos, 'Ex tiig yprotiavikiic Meoonvng, ABME 11 (1969) 111.

31 Ibid., n. 1. A unique example known in Greece in a domestic building is found in Corinth.

32 Boura, 416x0010g, 32--33. The building of unknown use, south of the refectory in the monastery of Hosios Loukas, also has
a horseshoe arch. See E. Stikas, 76 0oikodopuixov ypovikov tijc povijc Ooiov Aovkd. (Athens 1970) 218, pl. 163, 164.

33 Orlandos, [Tetaddpop@ov 10&ov; Ch. Bouras, Bulavtiva otowpoboiia ué vevpoeis (Athens 1965) 48 n. 190.

34 Miles, Byzantium and Arabs, 28 ft.

35 Bendtsen, Sketches, 249, no. Chr. H. 255; Kristensen, A01jva, 88, fig. 100.

36 Bouras, Naodopia, 466 n. 607-617.

o8}
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arches may be considered a very particular architectural type, but one which was considerably
widespread in Athens.

The precedent for ceramic wall decoration was, of course, the radial use of bricks
around arched openings. The older motifs used in the gaps between the stones in wall
construction were created from simple bricks set in random positions,’” or in positions
thought to make up letters, as for example in the churches of Kastoria. In the walls of the
Panagia at Hosios Loukas, a totally different concept appears, because there we find artis-
tic ceramic decoration in a lively red color set on a solid background made of mortar and
the porous stone ashlars of the wall.”® In style, it is more reminiscent of inset technique
found in metalwork, which was of course highly prized in Byzantium. Moreover, it was a
very costly tcchniquc.39

The various ceramic decorative motifs found in the church facades have been studied
in detail by Megaw,* who classified them chronologically, even though his attempt to
delineate the precise dates of the monuments’ construction was flawed from the outset.*
In the case of the Panagia church exterior at Hosios Loukas and its direct imitator, the
Hagioi Apostoloi in the Athenian Agora, the ceramic motifs are Arabic letters — cither
Cufic or pseudo-Cufic — familiar from portable objects,*” but used here for the first
time as architectural decoration. There are no known examples on monuments outside
Greece.” The ceramic work takes the form of, on the one hand, individual cut bricks
embedded in the wall and, on the other, plaques in which the motifs are rendered by
champlevé technique in which they are highlighted by the use of a white background
and together they form a sort of frieze. In the course of time, the decorative motifs
lost their resemblance to Arabic letters and gave way to others that could be made
more easily, from either simple or cut bricks. Since the pioneering studies by Sotiriou,**
Megaw,* and Miles,* the subject of Cufic decoration has been repeatedly discussed.*’
What is of interest in this context is the fact that, on the one hand, the examples of
Cufic ceramic decoration are limited to mainland Greece and the Argolid and, on the
other, the few monuments that preserve the character of the original are nearly all

37 According to G. Millet, the system was created by the stonemasons, who tried to reinforce the masonry, driving wedges of
bricks or small slates between the stones.

38 E. Stikas, 16 oikodop1xov, op. cit., 154155, fig. 71, 72; Boura, Aidxoouog, fig. 11-14.

39 Megaw, Chronology, 103.

40 Ibid., 102-112.

41 Given that he believed that the building of the katholikon was older than the church of Panagia.

42 On metal works of art, ceramics, textiles etc.

43 Only one example of Cufic architectural decoration (of ambiguous form) is known in the capital. See S. Gerstel and J.
Lauffenburger (eds.), A Lost Art Rediscovered (Baltimore 2001) 20, 26-27, 112113,

44 Sotiriou, ATIKOGUNGELC.

45 Megaw, Chronology.

46 Miles, Byzantium and Arabs.

47 Nikonanos, AlokoGpoelg, mainly 330-331 n. 3; Boura, didkoouog, 18-21; Tsouris, Kepopomlootikds di16xoopog,
138—139 n. 428-446; G. Miles, Classification of Islamic elements in Byzantine architectural ornament in Greece, in Actes du
Xlle Congres international d’études byzantines Il (Beograd 1964) 281 ff.

290



THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT AND THE MONUMENTS

in Athens: except for the Hagioi Apostoloi and the Soteira Lykodemou, where we find
a full decorative program for the walls and a direct relationship to the prototype, we
find the distinctive ceramic decoration at the Hagioi Theodoroi,* as mentioned earlier,
the Hagioi Asomatoi near Theseion,* Kapnikarea,*® Hagia Aikaterine, Hagios Nikolaos
Rangavas, and the Metamorphosis in Plaka. At Hagios Loukas there was Cufic painted
decoration on an icon frame and very probably some isolated motifs between the stones
on the fagade of Profitis Ilias in Staropazaro.’' We find simplified ceramic decoration in
Athens at Hagios lIoannes the Theologian (cut bricks), the Megale Panagia (disepsilon) and
Kapnikarea (key-shaped).

Other types of exterior ceramic decoration are reticulated tile revetments and ceramic
bowls. The former is found mainly in early monuments in Greece®” including Macedonia,* but
also in Late Byzantine churches.** In Athens, the only instance where it was used was at Profitis
Ilias. The ceramic bowls,* typically small in size, played a supplementary role in particular
compositions and were used to emphasize the axes, usually set into tympana of windows,
cither singly or in pairs. Unfortunately, most of the inset bowls have been destroyed, although
there has been discussion about whether they belong to the same date as the churches in which
they appear, and also whether they derived from local production or were imported.* The
Athenian examples are found at the Hagioi Theodoroi church, the Soteira Lykodemou, Hagia
Aikaterine, the Omorfi Ekklesia in Galatsi, the katholikon of Kaisariani, Hagios Filippos and
the Taxiarchs in the Roman Agora.

Although the Gorgoepekoos church, which represents the most extreme example of
the reuse of materials in church exteriors, is located in Athens, the city’s other churches
are distinguished by the sparseness and austerity of their outside appearance. Spolia
were used decoratively only in the exonarthex of Kapnikarea and in the katholikon of
the Homologetai monastery. By contrast, the reuse of simple, cut stones from antiquity
(usually limestone from Piracus, or conglomerate stone) in the lower wall courses is
quite usual.

The recycling of ancient material is more pronounced in the columns that can be found in

almost all cross-in-square churches in Athens. Unfluted monoliths, broadened towards the

48 In the ceramic friezes of Hagioi Theodoroi, the Cufic motifs are very limited.

49 The fragments of ceramic plaques found during the excavation confirm that a frieze decorated one of the fagades of the
church. See also Nikonanos, Alokoouicelg, 349, fig. 10.

50 In the south gable of the church and the small gables of the exonarthex. It was recently argued that the Cufic motif of the
south gable is a legible inscription; see C. Kanellopoulos and L. Tohme, A true Kiific inscription on the Kapnikarea Church
in Athens?, Al Masdq 20 (2008) 133—139.

51 Nikonanos, AlUKOGUNGELS, 344

52 In the churches of Episkopi in Tegea and the Koimisis in Zourtsa. In certain Middle Byzantine churches of the Mani, the
reticulate friezes with diagonal tiles are considered indicative of the masons’ conservatism.

53 As in Hagios Achilleios in Prespa.

54 As in churches of Arta and Mystras.

55 A.H.S. Megaw, Glazed bowls in Byzantine churches, DChAE 4 (1964—65) 145-162; Bouras, Naodouia, 474—475; Tsouris,
Kepoponlaotixos didroouog, 113-116.

56 E.g the bowl in Hagioi Theodoroi. See above p. 203.
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ends,”” usually of gray Hymettian marble, the column shafts belonged originally to Roman
buildings (large houses or baths), or to Early Christian basilicas. Their capitals, usually made
of white marble, are rarely contemporary with the churches to which they belong, and still
more rarely are they new creations, as is the case at Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas. The capitals are
usually Roman or Early Christian Corinthianizing, without particular interest. In many cases,
the columns do not have bases, or they are hidden by the modern pavement. The bases that
survive belong to the familiar type — with two tori, scotia and plinth — that was widespread in
the Roman and Early Christian period.

The most important hive of marble-working activity in the Middle Byzantine Greeck
world was clearly Athens, where carved architectural members are found by the dozens
in situ, in museums and at archaeological sites. There is an observable development both
in motifs and technique: to begin with we find simple, geometrical motifs, rosettes,
whirls and arcades in rows. Over time, vegetal motifs appear, especially intertwined
leafy tendrils, acanthus leaves and zodia, namely birds and small animals. Nearly all of
the motifs are drawn from the ancient Graeco-Roman decorative repertoire® (moldings,
bead and reel, rosettes, palmettes, reed leaves or acanthus leaves, dentils). Only the Cufic
and pscudo-Cufic have an castern origin, and the Cufic marble relief carving seems to
have had much wider and longer-lasting dissemination than the ceramic Cufic decora-
tion. Once again the starting point for this motif was the monastery of Hosios Loukas.*
In Athens there are only a few examples: at the katholikon of the Kynegos monastery, the
Omorfi Ekklesia,* and on spolia in the Byzantine and Christian Museum,® the Roman
Agora,® the Acropolis,* and the Asklepicion.®® Thorakia, or marble panels of unknown
function, adorned with various, individual zodia or mythical animals set alone, in strug-
gling pairs or in symmetrical compositions, present greater inventiveness. The best
example of such work can be found at the Gorgoepekoos church and the Byzantine and
Christian Museum.

Athens also presents interest in its many door frames of Pentelic marble found both in situ
as well as in museums and archacological sites (Fig. 234—235). They are characterized by con-
vex and concave elements that form ribs and moldings that usually meet at 45-degree joinings
between the horizontal and vertical parts (Fig. 236-237). Comparisons of the intersections

of the doorjambs make it possible to draw chronological relationships, such as, for example,

57 The shafts of columns in secondary use, in order to have the appropriate height, could have been truncated at the one end
(with the ancient apophyge).

58 Krautheimer, Apy1tertoviki], 433-434. For comments on the figural patterns and the style of the tenth-century sculptures
in Athens, see M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, Ztotyeio oD yAvatod S1akd6cuov vodv ThHg Advag tov 100 ai, in C. Pennas and
C.Vanterheyde (eds.), La sculpture byzantine (Athens 2008) 287-302.

59 Boura, AidKoouog, 100-103, 112-114, 120, fig. 165-170, 182, 183, 185.

60 Miles, Byzantium and Arabs, fig. 42.

61 Orlandos, Ouopen Exrkinoid, fig. 20, 21.

62 Miles, Byzantium, op. cit., 43, 47-48; Sotiriou, Atoxoounocelg, fig., 7, 9, 15, 32, 44, 46.

63 Orlandos, "Ex0eotc.

64 . Strzygowski, Die Akropolis in altbyzantinischer Zeit, AM 14 (1889) 271 ff.

65 A. Xyngopoulos, XploTiavikév AckInmeiov, ArchEph 54 (1915) 62, fig. 14.
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between Kapnikarea (the south-
ern door) and Hagios Nikolaos
Rangavas. They also allow us to
appreciate the skill of the artisans,
as at Hagios Toannes in Plaka, for
example, where the moldings
degenerate into simple rows of
incisions.

In many of the fine-quality mon-
uments in Greece can be observed
tendencies towards a local classi-
cism that are expressed in particu-
lar morphological improvements.
Examples of this have been dis-
cussed above, such as the harmo-
nious relations of the masses and
flat surfaces, as well as the empha-
sis on the horizontal disposition of
the friezes, decorative bands and
crepidomata. We also notice it in
the care lavished on details that is
obvious in the cutting of the stones
and tiles, in the pointing of joints,
the manner in which the linear
elements at the corners of the
buildings are turned, and the sys-
tematic concealment of the holes
from the scaffolding supports.
These tendencies peaked in the
twelfth century but extended into
the thirteenth. With the excep-
tion of the Gorgoepekoos and the
Omorfi Ekklesia, we do not find

among the Athenian monuments

Figure 235 Byzantine Museum

of Athens. Fragment
of marble door frame

(1.282).

Figure 234 Byzantine Museum
of Athens. Fragment

of marble door frame

(1. 207).

the constantly improved stone carving that most typifies the classicizing aspirations and

leads to forms comparable to the ancient models.® This is owed to the fact that the Athe-

nian monuments are mainly early, dating to the eleventh century, a period when the revival

of stone carving had just begun. In the windows of the Omorfi Ekklesia and the cornices

of the Gorgoepekoos, examples of skillfully carved copies used to supplement the ancient

66 As for instance the ashlar masonry of Hagios Nikolaos at Kampia and the Omorfi Ekklesia in Aegina. See Bouras, Naodopia,

171174 and 55-57 respectively.
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Figure 237 Profiles of marble door frames of Middle
Byzantine Athenian churches. A. Byzantine

] | Museum no. 3120, B. Byzantine Museum no.
3127, I'. Byzantine Muscum no. 4160, A.
South door of Hagioi Theodoroi, E. West door
of Hagios Ioannes Theologos in Plaka.

Figure 236 Profiles of marble door frames of
Middle Byzantine Athenian churches. A.
South door of Gorgoepekoos, B. North
door of Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas, I'.
Door of the exonarthex of Kapnikarea,
A.West door of the Hagioi Apostoloi,
E. South door of Kapnikarea.

spolia that was reused in the church, we see the achievements of stone carving also attested
in Athens.

With regard to proportional relationships and the adaptation of geometrical structural
schemes in the cross-in-square, domed churches, the ideas expressed by Moutsopoulos®” are
of interest. Maillard has studied the geometrical and aesthetic proportions, as well as the ques-
tion of the golden section at Kapnikarea.®

It is unfortunate that no Middle Byzantine wall painting has survived in Athens. The
remains of painted representations at Hagia Marina, the Theologos in Plaka, and Profitis
Ilias belong to the Frankish period, and those at Soteira Lykodemou® have not been
assigned a definite date. We have already discussed the painting in the dome of Soteira
Lykodemou and the unidentified church of Sotera, as well as those in the narthex of the
Parthenon.

We can only make very limited comments about the construction technique of the Athe-
nian churches, since most of the monuments in the catalogue are today without a super-
structure, while the walls and vaulting of those buildings still in use have been covered

with modern plaster. We do not know when the local methods of vaulting with partially

67 Moutsopoulos, [Tapotnpriceig.
68 E. Maillard, Les cahiers du nombre d’or, II, Iég]ises byzantines (Paris 1962).
69 Xyngopoulos, Mvnuela AOnvav, 80, fig. 81 (photograph no. 1884 in the Collection of the Christian Archacological Socicty).
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worked stone or rubble were wholly or partially abandoned in favor of much lighter brick-
built vaulting.

At the Hagioi Asomatoi in Theseion, the exposure of the extrados of the vaults™ showed
that they were made of flat stones, intermittent bricks and small stones inserted into the
mortar, which attests the use of formwork for construction. At the Hagioi Apostoloi in the
Agora, the vaults, the sphere of the dome and the semidomes of the large conches were
made of porous stone ashlars,” while the semidomes of the small conches and the penden-
tives were made of brick, possibly with the Constantinopolitan recessed brick system.”
Construction techniques that were commonplace in the capital can also be seen in the ribs
of the domes at Profitis Ilias and the unidentified Sotera church, where they were built of
brick.

The walls built of cloisonné masonry were made with porous stone ashlars and brick on the
exterior and with simple rubble masonry on the interior, interspersed with through stones at
the corners, lintels, and usually in the lower sections of the building. The inner surfaces were
unfinished since they would be covered with plaster and wall paintings. In some cases, we find
inexplicable care taken on the inside surfaces as well, with fine pointing,” as if the intention
was that they remain unplastered (Gorgoepekoos), or with cloisonné masonry using finely cut
porous stone (north wall of Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas).

As for the materials, it is obvious that in Athens there was an abundance of white marble
that came from ancient monuments that had fallen into ruin. The cut stone in the fine-quality
masonry was from Piracus limestone (aktites) (as in Gorgoepekoos), porous stone from Aegina
(as in the Hagioi Apostoloi in the Agora), or porous stone from Megara (as in the Hagioi Aso-
matoi in Theseion). It is likely that gray marble continued to be quarried at Hymettus in the
Byzantine period,” but doubtful that Byzantine quarrymen were able to produce monolith

column shafts.

Athenian ecclesiastical architecture in the wider Greek context

The spiritual nobility, austerity, tranquility and classical tone of the Middle Byzantine monu-
ments of Athens were praised by Manolis Chatzidakis.” It is, however, open to question
whether all this should be attributed to the influence of the surrounding environment, to the
ancient classical monuments that were ever-present inside the city. Certainly one substantial
explanation for these characteristics can be found in the general social atmosphere of the
period and in the desire of pious founders to make their contribution and to enjoy social

approval. But we will return to these matters in the final chapter.

70 During the restoration works of the monument in 1959. E. Stikas, O va6g tdv Ayiov Acopdtov «@nceiovs, DChAE,
1(1959) 115 fF.

71 Frantz, Holy Apostles, 9—10.

72 Ibid., pl. 6 d.

73 As in the church of Hagios Nikolaos at Kampia, Bouras, Nawodouia, 173.

74 M.K. Langdon, Hymettiana II, an ancient quarry on Mt. Hymettos, 4J4 92 (1988) 75-83.

75 M. Chatzidakis, H Bulavtivy AOfva, Zovady 16 (1985) 13-18.
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If we view Athenian Middle Byzantine church building in the context of the provincial
architecture of southern Greece, it becomes clear that the Athenian tradition was relatively
conservative in terms of church types, that it was reinvigorated in the tenth century by ideas
stemming either directly or indirectly from the capital, and that, subsequently, new indepen-
dent forms and decoration developed. In all probability these Constantinopolitan ideas mani-
fested themselves in Athens almost simultaneously in the form of two revivalist tendencies:
the one at the katholikon of Moni Petraki with a limited influence of two or three later ecclesi-
astical monuments’ and the other through the monastery of Hosios Loukas, whose influence
shaped the so-called ‘Helladic school’. In the creation of this new ‘school’, as has been repeat-
edly stressed, the Athenian monuments played a very important role, both in spreading and
consolidating the new style. The fact that the metropolis of Athens oversaw the bishoprics of
mainland Greece, Euboea and various other islands was certainly one of the most important

factors in the development of this role.

76 A limited number of Cufic ceramics preserved on the south gable of Hagia Aikaterine is evidence of influence from the group

of churches which had adopted forms from Hosios Loukas.
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A HISTORICAL INTERPRETATION OF
THE ATHENIAN MONUMENTS

It is not the aim of this chapter to retell the history of the city of Athens in the Middle Ages
and repeat the well-known information derived from the written sources and highlighted by
research. The objective, instead, is to interpret — to the extent it is possible — the built envi-
ronment, architecture and urban fabric of Athens with the help of historical documentation
and the data provided by archacology. Our intent is to investigate, in a diachronic manner, to
what extent the known historical events impacted the built space, not only the erection of new
buildings, but also the continuous degradation of the ancient architectural heritage. Because it
is our intent to view the question diachronically, we will be required to offer a cursory over-
view of the changes that occurred in periods prior to the tenth to twelfth centuries.

In our introduction we noted several of the general historical studies of Athens, as well as
the most important written sources on which these studies depend. It is a fact that large gaps
exist in our information about the history of Athens, and there are also many hypotheses that
cannot be proven but have nevertheless gradually acquired acceptance.

Besides the old and somewhat dated synthetic studies by Mommsen,' Gregorovius,” and
Neroutsos’, there are also the studies by Kambouroglous,* who also made use of informa-
tion drawn from local tradition. There are also disquisitions about Athenian history by Veis,
Koder and Hild,* Janin,” Zakythinos,® and Setton,” written in the context of wider historical
investigations, or as introductions to more specialized subjects. Three chapters in the writings
by John Travlos on the urban development of Athens' always retain their principal value

in connection with the built environment of the city. Information about Athens is repeated in

1 Mommsen, Athenae.

2 Gregorovius, Geschichte.

3 T. Neroutsos, Xptotiovikei AOfvat, AIEE 3 (1889) 3 ff.

4 Kambouroglous, Totopio; idem, ABijvar; idem, Mynueia, op. cit.
5 Veis, ABfjvat.

6 Koder and Hild, Hellas, 60-67, 126—129.

7 Janin, Centres, 298-340.

8 Zakythinos, Bolavuivi) EAL6G.

9 K.M. Setton, Athens in the Middle Ages (six articles) (London 1975).
10 Travlos, [ToAgodopuxij, 125-162.
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some large-scale works such as the Cambridge Medieval History'' and the Historia tou Hellenikou
Ethnous."” Recapitulations of medieval Athenian history were produced by Pavan'® and Tanou-
las.'* Finally, we may note smaller contributions related to the architectural wealth of the city
by Bouras," Chatzidakis, ' Sevéenko and Gregory,"” Sotiriou, ' and others.

After the damage caused by Sulla’s sack of the city, the next great assault on the monu-
ments of Athens was the Herulian attack of 267. The excavators of the Agora found evidence
of serious destruction, and the results are presented in various publications."” What is impor-
tant in our context is that although there was continuity in everyday life and in the city’s
institutions,” there was no disposition to rebuild the buildings that were destroyed to their
original form, but instead considerable changes were made. Some of the well-known build-
ings remained in use.’' Part of the building material, even if it was in good condition, was
incorporated into the Post-Herulian wall. However, one remains with the impression that the
greatest part of the building material was never found, not even in a fragmented state. From
the Temple of Ares,” for example, only very few fragments were found, and with great effort
avery few spolia from the coffered slabs of the Parthenon peristasis and fragments of their inner
columns were located built into early fifth-century walls.” The fact that the panels had neither
thermal fractures nor indications that they had fallen onto the pavement of the portico has
been interpreted to suggest that they did not come from the catastrophic fire of 267, but more
likely from the systematic removal of marbles from the great temple” just before 400. Similar
observations were made about the Temple of Hephaistos” since all the marble material from
inside the temple disappeared without a trace.

The quality of the Parthenon repair — made in the reign of Julian the Apostate (361-363)
according to Travlos™ — raises questions about the decline of Athenian architecture in

Late Antiquity. We find inferior gypsum filling and metal supports,”” or more substantial

11 J.M. Hussey (ed.), The Cambridge Medieval History, IV (Cambridge 1966) 184, 383, 389, 518.

12 Totopio tod ElAnvikod "EQvovg (Athens 1970-78) vols. 7-9.

13 M. Pavan, L'aventura del Parthenone. Un monumento nella storia (Firenze 1983) 37-52.

14 Tanoulas, [Ipordiaia, 18-21.

15 Ch. Bouras, Middle Byzantine Athens, GLASS, CCCXC de I'Académie Serbe des sciences et des arts 11 (2001) 103—113.

16 Chatzidakis, Atziki, 9—11.

17 ODBI, 221-223 s.v. Athens (T. Gregory and N. SevEenko).

18 G. Sotiriou, Totopia tfig TOAews TV AMVDY KaTd T00G YPLoTIoviKods xpodvovs, EMME, Al (1927) 2-26.

19 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 3—5, including bibliography; Camp, Agora, 197.

20 P. Castrén (ed.), Post Herulian Athens, Finnish Institut Papers I (Helsinki 1994) passim; G. Fowden, City and mountain in Late
Roman Attica, JHS 108 (1988) 48—59.

21 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 52-53.

22 Travlos, Dictionary, 104; P. Castrén, General aspects of life, Post Herulian Athens, in P. Castrén (ed.), Post Herulian Athens
(Helsinki 1994 1.

23 W.B. Dinsmoor ]Jr., New Parthenon finds in the Agora, A44 4 (1971) 264-268; idem, New fragments of the Parthenon in
the Athenian Agora, Hesperia 43 (1974) 132-155.

24 Tbid. (1971) 268.

25 Travlos, Dictionary, 262.

26 1. Travlos, 'H mopnoincig t0d [lapbevivog vmod tdv Epovdwv kai 1 émickevn tov kotd T00g ¥pdvoug tod
avtokpatopog TovAtavod, ArchEph 112 (1973) 218-236. Different views on the problem, A. Frantz, Did Julian the Apos-
tate rebuild the Parthenon?, AJ4 83 (1979) 395-401; Ch. Bouras, Alaric in Athens, DChAE 33 (2012) 1-6.

27 A. Orlandos, H dpyitextovixij 100 [lapOevivog, T (Athens 1978) 464, 465, including bibliography.
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reconfigurations with marble in secondary use, for example in doorjambs® and inner col-
onnades.” Later, during the course of the building’s conversion to a church, more radical
changes occurred, which have been mentioned above.*

The descent of the Visigoths into Greece occurred in 396. Zosimus reports that Athens
was not taken,’ and the erection of a public building® in the same period indicates peaceful
conditions. However, the archaeological evidence, mainly in the Agora (apart from the Post-
Herulian wall), suggests that there was a new wave of destruction at the end of the fourth
century,” followed by the recycling of building material from structures that had not been
destroyed in 267.

In the next century, with the construction of public buildings, but especially private habita-
tions, the architecture of Athens takes a new departure that was alien to the classical city. We
know that on the south slope of the Acropolis and on the Areopagus luxurious villas with peri-
style courtyards, large apsidal reception halls and spacious service rooms were constructed.
These have been linked, without proof,* to the flourishing Athenian schools of philosophy
and, on grounds of morphology and construction, to the timber-roofed Early Christian
basilicas that were built in large numbers across the entire Roman Empire. With a slight
delay, Athens was part of the new architectural developments dictated by the great political,
social and religious developments. After 400, we find the beginnings of building activity: in
the Agora with the erection of the Palace of the Giants, in the Library of Hadrian with the
large tetraconch, and in the Theatre of Dionysos with a new raised bema.” In addition to the
consecration as churches of temples inside the city,’ as also in the area outside the walls,”
timber-roofed basilicas were also built in Athens during the fifth and sixth centuries. Nothing
but foundations and scanty remains of these structures have survived. Systematic attempts

at interpretation have been made only in the Palace of the Giants®® and the tetraconch

28 M. Korres, Medéty dmokatactaoews tob [lapOevarvog, 4 (Athens 1994) 63—106.

29 1.Travlos, H mupmoAnGig, op. cit., 226-232.

30 See above pp. 146—148.

31 See Kat. Karapli, H ABMva kai oi BapBapikés Emdpoués. Apyrrektovikn kol mokeodopia 4o v Apyounotto Emg
ofuepa. H mepintwon tiig ABNvag, in [lpaktixd AicTuctyuovikod Zovedpiov (Athens 1997) for a full reference of the
written sources. For new arguments in support of the theory of A. Frantz in which she argued that it was the Visigoths who
sct Parthenon on fire, see Bouras, op. cit.

32 A. Frantz, A public building of Late Antiquity in Athens, Hesperia 48 (1979) 194-203.

33 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 52—53; Camp, Agora, 198—199.

34 G. Dontas, based on indications from written sources, first attributed the house to Proklos (Mapivog, Biog [1pdrciov,
29). See Brouskari, Avookagég, 73 and n. 88, 91, 92. See also P. Castrén, op. cit., 115-140; Thompson, Twilight, 68;
S.Vryonis, The Ghost of Athens in Byzantine and Ottoman times, Balkan Studies 43 (2002) 10—23; Frantz, Late Antiquity,
34, 42,4447, mainly 43 n. 169. For changes in architecture during the fifth century, sce P. Bovini, Erat Athenis spatiosa,
ASAtene (2004) 236.

35 A. Frantz, The date of Phaidros bema in the Theater of Dionysos, in Studies . . . presented to Homer A. Thompson (Princeton, NJ
1982) 34 39.

36 For a brief report on the conservation of the ancient temples of the city, see G. Sotiriou, in EMME, A1, 33—50. On the ecarly

vy}

Christian basilicas of Athens, see Travlos, A07jvai; A. Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity in the Temples of Athens, DOP
19 (1965) 187-205.

37 The llissos basilica, the Klematios basilica at the foot of Mt Lykabettos and the basilica in the position of Hagios Loukas at
Patissia.

38 H.Thompson in Frantz, Late Antiquity, 95-116.
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in the Library of Hadrian.* The impossibility of arriving at precise Chronologies for the other

buildings from this time,*

combined with our ignorance of the local, social, political and
economic conditions under which they were constructed, makes nonsense of such efforts.

However, already from the fifth century the decline of cities in the castern Roman Empire
had begun to set in, with the main symptoms being the abandonment of ancient institutions
and a demographic fall.* The phenomenon becomes more pronounced in the sixth century,
and quickens after the death of Justinian.*” For Athens in particular, the turning point is
considered to be 529, the date of the imperial decree that closed the philosophical schools of
Athens. Opinion is divided* over the abolition of the schools, but it is clear that state pres-
sure to embed the Christian religion increased. The supplementary fortifications of Athens
under Justinian have already been discussed.*

Conventionally, the onset of the Dark Ages is ascribed to the year 582 . The Slavic and Avaro-
Slavic invasions spelled destruction for the urban conception of life and the last vestiges of
urban institutions, with the result that the entire Balkan Peninsula became ruralized,* except
a few coastal cities.* Whether or not Attica and Athens were occupied by the Slavs remains
a problem. Destruction is also attested here,*” but cannot be dated with precision, and at the
same time there are signs that life went on in the seventh century,* and Slavic names for top-
onyms*’ — which would point to permanent settlement by the invaders — are lacking. A few
written sources make general comments about the occupation of the whole area (Menander,
John of Ephesus, the Chronicle of Monemvasia) but do not mention Athens in particular. Coin
hoards from the period are also considered evidence of a great invasion.** Travlos believed
that the city was not taken, as it was protected by the then new Justinianic defenses,”’ and

39 LTravlos,TO teTpdKoyyo oikoddunua tiig Bipatodning tod Adpravod in Pitia "Enn eic I.E. Moiwvay, A’ (Athens 1986)
343-347; A. Karivieri, The so called Library of Hadrian and the Tetraconch Church in Athens, in P. Castrén (ed.), Post Herulian
Athens (Helsinki 1994) 89-114; Frantz, Late Antiquity, 44, 72, pl. 51; Krautheimer, Apyitextoviiij, 119, 121, 230, 473.

40 On the city during the fifth and sixth centuries, see N. Gioles, H Aivo. otod¢ TpdTong ypiatiavikods ai@veg (Athens
2005).

41 Loungis, E&EMEn, 36-43.

42 Tbid., 43-51.

43 ]. Beaucamp, Le philosophe et le joueur. La date de la «fermeture de I’¢cole d’Athenes», in V. Déroche (ed.), Mélanges Gilbert

Dagron, Travaux et Mémoires 14 (Paris 2002) 21-35 ; A. Cameron, The last days of the academy at Athens, Proceedings of the
Cambridge Philological Society 15 (1969) 7-29.

44 See above pp. 16—17.

45 Loungis, E&EMEN, 57 n. 60, 61.

46 The city of Patras included. See A. Moutzali, H 1woAn t@v [Totpdv katd tdv 60 koi tov 70 ai. 'H pvboroyia tiig
€ykatdhenyng, in P. Themelis (ed.), IIpwrofivlavniviy Meoonvy kai OlvuTia, 2 (Athens 2002) 185. On the advance
of the Slavs in the Peloponnese, see M. Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, Ziafixés éyxatactaoeis ot peoauwviki EM.doo
(Athens 2000) 36, n. 31.

47 Thompson, Twilight, 70—72; Camp, Agora, 212.

48 As in the area of the ancient Tholos in the Agora. H. Thompson, The Tholos of Athens and its predecessors, Hesperia, Supplement
4 (1940) 121-126.

49 K. Biris, ToTwvoutkd t@v AOnv@v (Athens 1945). In the catalogue of the Praktikon (Granstrem et al., Praktikon) there are
no Slavic place-names and very few Slavic names of paroikoi. In Attica only eighteen Slavic place-names are detected (M.

[

Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou, 68).
50 D.M. Metkalf, The Slavonic threat to Greece, circa 580: Some evidence from Athens, Hesperia 31 (1962) 134—157.
51 Travlos, IloAgodouixiy, 149.
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both Frantz’* and Charanis®® joined him in this view. To the contrary, Homer Thompson,**
Camp,”* Vryonis,*® Gregory and Sevéenko,*” and Tanoulas® consider it likely that the city was
in fact captured, in the light of evidence of late destruction in the Agora. It is not made clear,
however, whether the section of the city inside the Post-Herulian wall, and most notably the
Acropolis citadel that was by its nature impregnable, also fell.

Even if Athens was captured by the Slavs, it was a passing event. The city remained in
Byzantine control. This is documented by the sojourn of Emperor Constans II during the
critical period for Byzantium between 662 and 663 — described as ‘Athens’ brief period of
prosperity’.”” In addition to the numismatic evidence,” many buildings in the Agora®'
were repaired to meet the needs of the troops that accompanied the emperor, and a cluster of
buildings was erected on the south slope of the Acropolis, which can be reasonably attributed
to the emperor. Already in 1965 Frantz noted® that a ceremonial building would have been a
necessity: ‘the Byzantine court could never belong without ceremonial, even when in transit,
and the account in the Liber Pontificalis of the exchanges of visits between Emperor and Pope
makes it clear that Constans’ retinue was well equipped for ceremonies.”®® It is our opinion
that the great, domed basilica whose lowest part was found in the excavations for the New
Acropolis Museum®* had all that was required for an official ceremonial hall. It was accompa-
nied by a bath, a triconch, a circular hall and still unidentified® service rooms. It is believed
that in the same period the Theseion was roofed with a large vault.

It is important to note that both the renovated buildings in the Agora and the complex on
the south slope were abandoned and fell into ruin very quickly, only a few years after Constans
departed.® This is the beginning of the ‘Dark Ages’ for Athens.

The archacological testimony for the period known as the ‘Dark Ages’ comes mainly from
the Agora and the area south of the Acropolis, and is represented by nothing but large depos-

its®’ that occupy the space between the sixth- and seventh-century levels and the tenth-century

52 Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity, op. cit., 197; Frantz, Late Antiquity, 93; Kaldellis (2009) 61.

53 P. Charanis, The significance of coins as evidence for the history of Athens, Historia IV, 2--3 (1955) 163-172.

54 Thompson, Twilight, 70.

55 Camp, Agora, 212.

56 S.Vryonis, The Ghost of Athens, op. cit., 1, 32.

57 ODBI,221-223 s.v. Athens (T. Gregory and N. Sev€enko).

58 Tanoulas, [lpordioua, 18 n. 57, 58.

59 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 123.

60 Ibid., 93 n. 232, 234. A gold solidus of the year 705 was recently found in the excavation of Amalias Ave. O. Zachariadou, H
TN KATW GTO TV T6AN (Athens 2000) 189, cat. no. 178; Choremi (1996) 27; Alexandri (1962) 63, 75; 1. Touratsoglou,
Zovrayuo folovavarv «Oneavpdvy (Athens 2002) 75.

61 Frantz, Late Antiquity, 118 n. 7, 119; Camp, Agora, 214.

62 A. Frantz, From Paganism to Christianity, op. cit., 199.

63 Constans’s intentions to erect prestigious buildings in his capital are evident in the looting of building materials from Rome.
C. Mango, Antique statuary and Byzantine beholder, DOP 17 (1963) 58 n. 21.

64 Known as building E’. Eleutheratou and Saraga, 51-54. Plan of the whole area pp. 47 and 49.

65 Except for minor general reports, the building is unpublished. Its dating is based on some coins of Heraclius and Constans II,
see idem, 53.

66 Camp, Agora, 214.

67 Thompson and Wycherley, 216.
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levels. In the areas inside the Post-Herulian wall, the excavations of the levels dating after Late
Antiquity have not been systematic and, as has been already observed, the deposits were rela-
tively small. The disappearance of building material, especially marble, that is usually ascribed
to the Dark Ages is not considered likely because, on the one hand, building activity in Athens
stopped at this time and, on the other, the difficulty of maritime communications brought to
an end the transportation of marble, whether for primary or secondary use.®

For the long period between the seventh and tenth centuries, the written sources do inform
us about events related to Athens, but we draw very little information from the monuments,
as their historical interpretation remains more or less beyond our grasp.

The events surrounding the uprising of 727, as briefly related by Theophanes the Confessor,”
in which the inhabitants of Greece and the Cyclades turned against Emperor Leo III, seem to
have unfolded at sea, and it appears that the strong fortresses, like that of Athens, played no
role. However, the wedding of Eirene in 768 and Emperor Leo IV is seen as a milestone. Eirene
was an Athenian,” but her family was not known.” It is speculated that, as she was married
to the emperor, she must have descended from the property-holding elites of the province. In
conservative circles of local aristocracy, the
iconoclastic movement’”” was not accepted,
and the empress later opposed iconoclasm.
The Life of Eirene,” which contains informa-
tion about her background, is much later
in date.

A very simple and quite humbly adorned
(Fig. 238) impost capital, housed today in
the Byzantine and Christian Museum,”™
could date to the eighth century. It bears
a monogram” set inside a circle that reads:

‘Lord help Empress Eirene’. The size of the

capital would fit a column in a medium-size

church. We consider it very likely that the

Figure 238 Byzantine and Christian Museum of Athens.

capltal comes from a church built in her Impost capital, no.T. 217. Phot. Byzantine

home city by Eirene, who is known to have Museum.

68 ODB 11, 1296 s.v. Marble trade (including bibliography) (A. Cutler); J.P. Sodini, Stone and stoneworking in Byzantium, in
Laiou, Economic History 1, 129—-146.

69 C. Mango and R. Scott (eds.), The Chronicle of Theophanes Confessor (Oxford 1997) 560, 561.

70 Ibid., 613.

7

—

The connection of Eirene with the Sarantapechos family (J. Herrin, Women in Purple [London 2001] 55 ff.) is not confirmed

by the Theophanes text. See also Kaldellis (2009) 73.

72 For opposite views see Herrin, Women, op. cit., 56-57.

73 The life of Eirene is known from a unique manuscript of the middle of the twelfth or thirteenth century (Analecta Bollandi-
ana 21, 1902, 14, 6). See W. Treadgold, The unpublished life of the Empress Irene, Byz. Forschungen 8 (1982) 237251 and P.
Schreiner, Réflexions sur la famille impériale a Byzance (Vllle-Xe siecles), Byzantion 61 (1991) 188.

74 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, [ Avtzd, op. cit., 82, no. 111, cat. no. Byz. Museum 546, T.217; C. Barsanti, Enciclopedia dell’Arte

Medievale 4 (1993) 207-208.

75 Of the type of cruciform monograms.
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Figure 239 Acropolis. Inscription in memory of the strategos of Hellas.

made other dedications in Constantinople” during her reign, between 797 and 802. This
unknown church would have been the only imperial foundation in Athens and the only tes-
timony to a connection between Eirene and her birthplace after her marriage.” A little later
another Athenian woman, Theophano, who was a relation of Eirene, married an emperor,
Stavrakios,” in the year 807. When he was tonsured a monk after four years, Theophano, with
the financial support of the new emperor Michael I, founded the monastery of Hagia Triada.”
It is not known whether she had any connection with Athens.

One of the graffiti on the Parthenon commemorates the death of Leo, strategos of Hellas, in
848.% This, together with a fragment from the grave slab (possibly Leo’s) (Fig. 239), repre-
sents serious evidence that he had his seat in Athens — in other words, that the city served as
the capital of the theme of Hellas in the mid-ninth century.® It is unclear whether later this

position was held by Thebes, Athens, or Larissa.” Nevertheless, remains of the buildings that

76 As in the church of the Theotokos tes Peges (ODBII, 1616).

77 According to the Chronicle of Michael the Syrian (Mango and Scott, op. cit., 658, n. 11) the Empress was exiled to Athens.
According to Theophanes (ibid., 658) to Lesbos, where she died.

78 Thid., 664.

79 Ibid., 677.

80 A. Orlandos, Une inscription Byzantine inédite du Parthénon, BCH 70 (1946) 418-427; Kaldellis (2009) 80; O. Karageor-
gou, AT6 16 Gryyhoypagiod corpus 10D O€patog tiig ‘EAAGS0G, 270v Zvumdaiov tijc Xpiotiavikijc Apyoioioyixijs
Eroupeiog 27 (2007) 44.

81 Zakythinos, Bolavrivip EAAGg, 55; Orlandos and Vranousis, 129—130.

82 Orlandos and Vranousis, 27.
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would have been required for the seat of a strategos have not been found (or sought, for that
matter), such as a praetorium, remains of a fortress, a prison etc. In all likelihood they would
have been located in the Acropolis.

The graffiti on the Parthenon columns, studied by Orlandos and Vranousis," are of great
historical interest because they document events that are not known from the written sources
dating from the fifth to fifteenth centuries, and demonstrate the continuity of life during the
so-called Dark Ages. From a total of 235 graffiti, 60 are dated with exactitude and refer mainly
to Athenian church figures.* And while they do not offer information about buildings, they
do give the names of many bishops and metropolitans, known also from other sources, as well
as about the promotion of the local church from episcopal to archiepiscopal status before 841,
and from archiepiscopal to metropolitan status in 981.*° It is not clear which of the graffiti
contains the earliest invocation to the Theotokos, and as a result there are no conclusions to
be drawn about the date when the Parthenon was dedicated to her.

Another uprising is mentioned in circa 915, this time against Khasé, a government official®
whose prodigality and greed the Athenians could no longer endure, so they stoned him inside
the ‘church in Athens’ (the Parthenon?) where he had fled, presumably in pursuit of safe
asylum. Khas¢, the son of Toubes, a Saracen, held the office of protospatharios in the service of
the emperor.”’ The consequences of this uprising are unknown. It should be noted, finally, that
during this same period, Athens was a place of exile™ from the capital city for undesirables.
It is not known whether the great plague® that afflicted Greece in 745 also spread to Athens.

Whether or not Athens was taken by the Arabs at the end of the ninth century or beginning
of the tenth is a problem that has occupied many scholars.” There is no clear evidence from
the written sources, but the fact that that the Arabs excelled themselves in the art of piratical
attacks in Greek waters, even occupying Crete from 827 to 961, combined with the discovery
of some legible Arabic inscriptions in Athens, has led to the impression that the city was not
only taken by the Arabs, but even inhabited by them.

It has been explained” that the illegible pseudo-Cufic letters used as decorative motifs
make their first appearance at the monastery of Hosios Loukas and that they were adopted by

83 Idem, 27, 31.

84 Ibid., 35. See also Kaldellis (2009) 74-80.

85 According to two inscriptions, the promotion of Athens to metropolis was much earlier. The first, of 851, is found in the
church of the Hagioi Anargyroi Panagia Marmariotissa on Mt Pendeli (Orlandos, Mvijueia. AOnvdv-Atnikijg, 201); the
second, of 895, in Episkopi on Skyros (Ch. Bouras, ‘H dpyitextovikn tod vaod tiig ‘Emokoniig Xkvpov, DChAE 2,
[1960-61] 66), in which the metropolitan of Athens is mentioned. According to the Paris Taktikon the promotion occurred
even earlier, in 733. See G. Konidaris, [[0te TponyOncav oi ABfjvat gig untpOmory, PrakedkAth 10 (1935) 285-291;V.
Laurent, L’érection de la Métropole d’Athenes et le statut ecclésiastique de lllyricum au Ville s., REB 1 (1943) 68-71.

86 Bekker (ed.), Theophanes Continuatus: loannes Cameniata, Symeon Magister, Georgius monachus, 11 (Bonnae 1838) 249, 9; A. Bon,
Le Péloponnése byzantin (Paris 1951) 171n. 3; Kaldellis (2009) 92-93.

87 Constantine VII Porphyrogenetus, in G. Moravcsik and R. Jenkins (eds.), De administrando Imperio (Washington 1967) 242.

88 Mango and Scott, Chronicle, op. cit., 650, 658 n. 11; Anonymous Monk, Biog Eb@vuiov, A. Alexakis ed. (Athens 2006) 31
n. 13,39 n. 22; I Skylitzes, Z0voyic Totopidv, 1. Thurn ed. (Berlin and New York 1973) 174, 180.

89 Mango and Scott, Chronicle, op. cit., 585.

90 J. Strzygowski, Amida (Heidelberg 1910) 365-376; Millet, Ecole, 252; Travlos, IToAeodouxi, 160;A. Kyrou, Noptopatikég
HapTLUPIES . . . 6TOV VOTIO EMASIKO YDPO KOTE TOVG «OGKOTEWOVG 0dVESH, [Tedomovvnaiakd 29 (2007-08) 249.

91 See above p. 288.
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the architects of Athenian churches after the year 1000. Clearly these motifs are not related
to the few specimens of legible Arabic inscriptions found in Athens, as well as in Chalcis and
Corinth. The contents of the inscriptions are not completely clear, but they seem to belong to
areligious building. And the erection of such a building indicates the establishment of Muslims
and not simply an incursion for the purpose of plunder, as happened with great frequency
along the Greek coastline before the year 961. In the cities that were occupied, such as Deme-
trias and Thessalonica, the raiders did not settle.

The matter became more complicated when Kambouroglous92 formulated the view that
a fifteenth-century ‘lament’ on the fall of the city to the Ottomans referred to the fall to the
Arabs five hundred years carlier. This view did not receive acceptance.”

The fragments with the legible Arabic letters are seven in total.” Various students of Athe-
nian history have occupied themselves with them, and the fragments have been interpreted in
various ways. Sotiriou,” in 1933, after the first systematic documentation of the fragments,
conceded the existence of a mosque for Muslim captives,” but not the conquest of Athens.
Twenty years later, Setton” assembled much more material concerning the activities of the
Arabs in the Aegean — both written and archacological evidence — and arrived at the conclu-
sion that there was indeed no Arab conquest of Athens, but a small community of Muslim

8

captives or artisans®® was formed for whom the mosque was built. The fullest investigation

of the subject was carried out by G. Miles,” a scholar well versed in Islamic civilization who
studied the content of the inscriptions'® and brought together sources and monuments from
across Greece.

His view was that there was not, in fact, an Arab occupation of the city, but that a mosque
was built in Athens in the second half of the tenth or first half of the eleventh century.'” Irre-

spective of whether its founder was himself a prisoner or the master of a prisoner, he himself

either honorifically or officially was connected with the then ruling caliph. 102

92 D. Kambouroglous, H dAwaig tédv AOnvdv 016 1@dv Zapaxiv@v (Athens 1934). The threnos (lamentation) is preserved
in a manuscript of the sixteenth or seventeenth century. The text, in a popular style with many syntactical errors and obscu-
rities, refers to the capture of the city by Persians, who can be read as Arabs, Turks or others. In Kambouroglous (1934), see
other studies on the same text.

93 K.M. Setton, On the raids of the Moslems in the Aegean in the 9th and 10th centuries and their alleged ocupation of Athens,
AJA 58 (1954) 315.

94 Four from the Agora, one from the Roman Agora, one from the Asklepieion and one of unknown provenance. Now in the
Byzantine and Christian Museum and the Stoa of Attalos.

95 G. Sotiriou, Apafiké Aetyava &v ABnvog kotd Tovg Pulavtivovg xpovovg, PrakedkAth 2 (1929) 266-272; idem,
A0KOGUNGELS.

96 Ibid., 88-20.

97 K.M. Setton, op. cit., 311-319.

98 Idem, 318.

99 Miles, Byzantium and Arabs.

100 Idem, 19-20. Photographs of the inscriptions fig. 15, 16, 17.
101 G. Miles, The Arab mosque in Athens, Hesperia 25 (1956) 329344
102 Ibid., 344.
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Beyond the inscriptions there is no other proof for the occupation of Athens. There are

3

no coins'® or artifacts of Arab manufacture.'® Comparable inscriptions in Corinth!® and

Chalcis,'* cities that were not taken by the Arabs, help contextualize the problem of the
nature of their peaceful settlement in the provinces after the abolition of the pirate state on
Crete. It is known that there were, in roughly the same period, two mosques in Constanti-
nople.'” The transfer of the Athenian inscriptions from nearby Aegina, which certainly was

captured by the Arabs, has been suggested by Christidis.'” The decree of Leo V forbidding

110

trade with the Saracens'” and the total absence of information in the Cairo Geniza''® about

communication with Greek harbors should be deemed persuasive evidence that the Arabs
that concern us were not merchants. In the end, the Arab mosque in Athens remains without
a historical explanation.

With the ascent of the Macedonian dynasty to the throne in 867, there was a clear recovery
and improvement in all aspects of life in Byzantium. Already from the time of its founder
Basil I, architecture in the capital experienced a new flowering. The recovery in Athens was

marked by the first secure date for a church construction, that of Hagios Ioannes Mang-

111

outes''" in 871. Twenty years carlier another church had been built, that dedicated to the

112

Theotokos in Marousi,''? while the erection of the large church at Orchomenos/Skripou in

872,'" financed by an imperial official, denoted the beginning of a new age of church build-
ing in Greece. Despite the above-mentioned difficulties experienced in the provinces, this

revival in the architectural realm did not lag behind developments in Constantinople. We find
) 114

an ensemble of churches dubbed by Vokotopoulos as ‘pre-Helladic’,"* among which should
probably be included the large Athenian church located on the site of the later mosque in the
Roman Agora.

In Greece, however, the continual threats and disasters continued for another century,
whether from the Arabs of Crete (until 961) or the Bulgars who had established a strong

state (until 1018). But it secems that the Slavs, at least in southern Greece, were gradually

103 Ibid., 18. Only four Arab coins among thousands are found in the Agora. See also D. M. Metcalf, Coinage in South-Eastern
Europe 8201326 (London 1979) 35-36; G. Miles, The circulation of Islam coinage in the 8th—12th centuries in Greece,
Congresso Intern. di Numismatica, 2 (Roma 1965) 458-498.

104 As a bronze ewer found in Eleusis, now in the Dumbarton Oaks Collection, M. Ross, Catalogue of the Byzantine and Early
Mediaeval Antiquities, 1, Metalwork (Washington, DC 1962); Miles, Byzantium and Arabs, op. cit., fig. 18, 19.

105 G. Miles, op. cit., 18 n. 92.

106 Ibid., 18 n. 93.

107 Sotiriou, AloKoGUNGELG, 90.

108 V. Christidis, The raids of the Moslem of Crete in the Aegean Sea: Piracy and conquest, Byzantion 51 (1981) 99.

109 T.Tafel and G. Thomas, Urkunden zur dlteren Handels- und Staatengeschichte der RepublikVenedig, 2, Diplomata XII-XIV (Wien
1856-1862) 1, no. 3, 3.

110 S.D. Goitein (ed.), Letters of Medieval Jewish Traders (Princeton 1973).

111 Of the first phase of the church. Dating based on the inscription (Xyngopoulos, Mvnpela ABnvév, 85, 87).

112 We have only the inscription of the demolished church (Orlandos, Mvnueioa ABnvdv-Attikic, 201-202).

113 M. Sotiriou, O vaog tig Zipirodg Bowwtiag, ArchEph 70 (1931) 119-157; Bouras, Iotopia, 159, 160; Idem, Greece,
75-77.

114 Vokotopoulos, Exrxnotactin Apyitextoviky, 205.
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assimilated,'” the cities began to develop,''® and the government in Constantinople made

efforts to regulate the reacquired provinces. There were lively communications with what was

117

then Byzantine Magna Graccia,'' as well as pilgrim traffic, despite the insecurities at sea. We

get a picture of the conditions of everyday life in mainland Greece in the first half of the tenth
century from the Life of Hosios Loukas of Steiris.''® He moved for reasons of security and was

tonsured a monk at some monastery in Athens in 911. A similar picture of life in the Pelopon-

nese emerges from the Life of Hosios Nikon the ‘Metanoeite’ .

A landmark in Athenian history was the visit to the city by Basil Il in 1018 and his pilgrim-
age to the Parthenon, where he offered ‘thanksgiving for victory to the Theotokos’." As has
been already noted, "' the visit had more of a political rather than genuinely pious character,
given that Basil was not given to occupying himself with religious matters and disdained both
letters and literary types.'”” And while he offered rich gifts to the Theotokos in Athens, he did

123

not found churches and monasteries'”’ either here or in Constantinople, as other Byzantine

emperors had done, evidently in an effort to husband state resources.
In the eleventh century, and indeed in the first half of that century, the Byzantine Empire
was flourishing."**The period was characterized by administrative reorganization, demographic

growth, economic development, increased coin circulation, and the flowering of arts and let-

125 126

ters, especially'” in the capital. In Athens — considered the second important city in Greece

the archacological evidence confirms this situation. The fine churches of the eleventh century,

127

the city’s spread into new neighborhoods outside the Post-Herulian walls,'*” and the strength-

ening of the Acropolis defenses leave no room for doubt that the Middle Byzantine period was
a time of prosperity, peace and reorganization. It is a disappointment that the written sources
are silent about Athens in the eleventh century and, consequently, our capacity for interpret-
ing the above-mentioned developments in the light of the historical context is considerably

limited. What we have are the inscriptions and graffiti, while economic ease is suggested by

115 J. Herrin, Aspects of the process of Hellenization in the early Middle Ages, BSA 68 (1973) 113—126; A.H.S. Megaw, The
Skripou Screen, BSA 61 (1966) 2023 (The historical setting).

116 Loungis, E&EMEN, 58 ff.

117 N. Oikonomides, The first century of the monastery of Hosios Loukas, DOP 46 (1992) 254.

118 D. Sofianos, Oagiog Aovkag, Aytohoykn Ppitodnin, 1 (Athens 1989).

119 O. Lampsidis, O éx [16vrov da10¢ Nikwv 6 Metavoeite (Athens 1982).

120 1. Zonaras, ETutour] iotopi@v, 1. Grigoriadis ed. (Athens 1999) 58.

121 Ch. Bouras, BuCavtivij koi Metafolovavi apyrrextovirn onjv EAAGdo (Athens 2001) 85.

122 M. Psellos, Xpovoypagpia, Vr. Karalis ed. (Athens 1992) 80; 1. Zonaras, op. cit., 54.

123 On the contrary, he had it in mind to demolish the monastery founded by Basil Lekapenos (M. Psellos, op. cit., 66, 68).
The opinion that the katholikon of Hosios Loukas is an imperial foundation of Basil II (P. Mylonas, Movij Ociov Aovkd. tod
2tepicdTy [Athens 2005] 86-87) is unjustified.

124 For general information on the situation in southern Greece during the eleventh century, see Zakythinos, Bolavtivi
Ellag, 66 ff.

125 The information from Georgian chronicles that in the eleventh and twelfth centuries young scholars were sent to Athens to
learn Greek and philosophy (Gregorovius, Geschichte, 235-236) is not confirmed elsewhere.

126 N. Oikonomides, The first century, op. cit., 253; G. Dagron, The urban economy 7th—12th centuries, in Laiou, Economic
History 11, 404—405.

127 Anindication of demographic expansion. People from Sicily and South Italy emigrated during the second half of the century
to Greece. Herrin, Organisation, 135; Svoronos, Cadastre, 68-71.
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8

the numismatic evidence,'”® which is constantly enriched, and the indirect, inferred large

outlays of money required for the construction of churches and monasteries.

We know that the construction of the Hagioi Theodoroi was thanks to a state official, the

129

spatharokandidatos Nikolaos Kalomalos,'*” although we do not know whether he was an Athe-

nian or a state official who lived in Constantinople."” On the basis of the graffiti, it is thought
that the Soteira Lykodemou church was built by members of the Lykou family,"' while the
name Rangavas associated with the founders of the church of Hagios Nikolaos survived to the
present day. We may conjecture that, as in the case with these two churches, other Middle
Byzantine churches of Athens also had founders who were members of the small, landed local
aristocracy, the ‘archontes ktematikoi’ .

We have already mentioned that, in Byzantium, the members of the aristocracy lived in the
cities. We have a reference to the residence of the official known as ‘asecretis Pastophilos’,"*” but
cannot relate it to the city’s topography. The local landowning elites may have been the same
people whom Choniates in his Memorandum to Alexios Il Angelos'** later calls the ‘kastrenoi’. This
name was already attributed to the permanent guard on the Acropolis,"** but it may also have

referred to the local landowners.** The same word was used later in the Acgean settlements to

describe the members of the old, wealthy families that had once lived in the fortified areas.'*

If Choniates was referring to this group, we should conjecture that the local aristocracy lived

in the part of the city that was encircled by the Post-Herulian wall. The existence of a tzingan-

137

isterion"” indicates that the archontes of Athens upheld some aristocratic customs, as they are

indeed said to have done in Lacedaemonia during the same period in the Life of Hosios Nikon. 138

The Parthenon graffiti give us the names and years of tenure for six metropolitans of Athens
from the tenth century and six for the eleventh. Some of these are widely known. Leo, met-
ropolitan between 1060 and 1069, who held the titles of synkellos'” (of the patriarchate?) and
rector,'*” built a tower, probably on the Acropolis, and an inscription relating to it is kept in

the Byzantine and Christian Museum in Athens.'*' Poorly written and marred by misspellings,

128 C. Morrisson, Byzantine money: Its production and circulation, in Laiou, Economic History 111, 958 ff, pl. 6-5.

129 Xyngopoulos, Mvnueio. AOnvav, 73.

130 Like the protospatharios Leo who built the church at Orchomenos (Skripou). See N. Oikonomides, Pour une nouvelle lecture
des inscriptions de Skripou en Béotie, Travaux et Mémoires 12 (1994) 489. The title of Nikolaos was inferior to Leo’s. See
N. Oikonomides, Les listes de préséance byzantines (Paris 1992) 297.

131 Bouras, Soteira, 11 n. 6; Orlandos, ‘Ouopen Exkinoia, 38.

132 Granstrem ct al., Praktikon, 35. Michael Choniates was in correspondence with members of the Pastophilos (or Pistophilos)
family. See Lambros, Xwvidtng, B, 232, 303, 622, 641.

133 Lambros, Xoovidtng, A’, 311.

134 See above p. 53 n. 329.

135 For this obscure passage by Choniates, see Lambros, Xowwvidtng, B, 518-519.

136 As e.g. on the island of Siphnos. See A. Tzakou, Zigpvog, EAMnvikij Tapadociakij Gpyitektoviki], B’ (Athens 1982) 184,
210.

137 Gransterm et al., Praktikon, 26, 33.

138 O. Lampsidis, O éx [1ovrov ‘Ooioc Nikwv 6 Metavoeite, op. cit., 80, 428, 458. See also Ph. Koukoules, Bolavtivdy
Piog kai molitioudg, I, op. cit., 139-142.

139 ODBIII, 1993-1994 s.v. Synkellos (A. Papadakis).

140 Ao¥E, Nyeudv, 0pBoTG, dpywv Enapyiog, according Du Cange, col. 1280, 1287.

141 M. Sklavou-Mavroidi, [ ZvTtzd., op. cit., 147, no. 201. See also above p. 21 n. 66.
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the inscription reveals the founder was not an
educated man. But what is of greater interest
is its revelation that already in the eleventh
century the local hierarchs had administra-
tive duties related to the city’s defense.

As previously stated, the wide distribu-
tion of the architectural forms found in the
churches of Athens and in church build-
ing practices across mainland Greece and
the islands may have been owed to the fact
that many bishoprics in the Middle Byzan-
tine period fell under the jurisdiction of the
metropolis of Athens,'* a view that was for-
mulated long ago by Orlandos.' The wide
distribution of the same forms in the Mani
has not been studied.

In 1084 the plague is believed to have hit
Athens.'*

Asin the eleventh, in the twelfth century,'*
too, the sources of information about Athens
are very scant, until the year 1182 when
Michael Choniates arrived as metropolitan
(Fig. 240). His writings have been repeatedly
discussed with regard to their reliability and

Figure 240 Michael Choniates. Fresco in the church of
Hagios Petros of Kalyvia Kouvaras, in Attica.

his indifference to the art and architecture of his day. There is a clear disjunction between

his complaints about the poor quality of provincial life

1% and his activities as metropolitan,

as between his low estimation of his flock'*” and his care for it.'* This patent intention to

142 The metropolis had jurisdiction over the following bishoprics: Euripos (Chalcis), Koroneia, Diauleia, Andros, Oreoi, Sky-
ros, Karystos, Eretria, Avlon and Syros. See Zakythinos, BuCavriviy EAAdg, 71, 72.

143 A. Orlandos, Bulovtvd pvnugia tiig Avpov, ABME 8 (1955-56) 4 n. 2, 24.

144 K. M. Konstantopoulos, Ayvmotog €ig ABvog Lotudg katé 1006 uésovg xpoévovg, Appovie 1 (1900) 110-120; G.

Sotiriou, EMME A1 (1927) 13.

145 On a general view of Athens during the twelfth century, see Setton, Athens.

146

Xewviatng (ed. Lambros) 11: ‘there is a lack not only of philosophical men, but even artisans . . . sceing dilapidated walls
and deserted streets and a cause for tears’; 12: ‘from here the great city is just a mass of ruins, once far famed’; 17: ‘the
glorious emptiness of what was once a noble city’; 19: ‘Alas, how I have been condemned to this exile, alas for this least of
all places into which we have descended as into a place of weeping and there is a great divide between us tortured souls on
this side and you who repose in the bosom of Abraham’; 23: ‘I slipped down from the fullness of happiness and was dragged
into the valley of wailing”

147 Xwvidtng (ed. Lambros) 41: ‘The endless wilderness of Athens and its deprivation not only of other good things but even

148

of friendship and love in Christ’; 44: ‘Just a barbarian mob that rejects philosophy and where once there were Atticists now
there are only barbarists’; and 564.

The care for his flock is obvious in the letters he had sent when he was in exile.
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demonstrate his prowess in the language and letters of ancient Greece'* was married to his

tendency to write letters which, in their dozens, "’

provide information about individuals and
affairs of his day, communicating the atmosphere of a time characterized by great troubles that
culminated in the catastrophe of 1204.

From the eleventh to the last quarter of the twelfth century, little seems to have changed
in Athens. The settlements that gradually developed outside the Post-Herulian wall from the
cleventh century experienced their greatest prosperity, with houses and workshops flourish-
ing until the end of the period. At least eight Athenian churches can be dated to the twelfth
century,”" one of which (and the most important), the Gorgoepekoos, seems to belong to the
last quarter of the century.

We have already provided considerable information about the fortifications of Athens. " It
should perhaps be accepted that during the last part of this period the defenses ceased to be
kept in good repair and offer effective defense, except for the Acropolis, as was claimed by
Michael Choniates and proved in the assault by Leo Sgouros.

The large area covered by the city indicates demographic growth. In Choniates’s Memo-
randum'>’ he describes the sudden drop in the population in his day: ‘our city of Athens was
already long since emptied of the crowd of its inhabitants by one disaster after another. Now
there is a danger that the fabled Scythian desert will encircle it."** He attributes the drop to
the tremendous tax burden, especially in Athens. But it is not documented in the excavated
remains. Or, rather, it was undocumentable.

Despite the protestations by Choniates and the confirmed maladministration of the prov-
inces, it is accepted today that until the end of the twelfth century Greece experienced relative
prosperity.'> This is confirmed by the sharp rise in coin circulation attested in the Agora exca-

156

vations'"* and indicates not only commercial activity but also the monetization of the econo-

my."*" It is considered likely that a mint"* operated in Athens under Manuel I (1143-1180).

149 The meaning of the poem (Lambros, op. cit., 397, 398) remains obscure, mainly of the last verse dodua Tavg
YPUPIKADS E6TNGAUNV . . . (I set up graphically its appearance . . .). Did Choniates mean that he commissioned a painting
of ancient Athens from an artist, or is he referring to the composition of this poem? See H. G. Beck, H folavuivij yilietio
(Athens 1990) 443—444. Sp. Lambros accepted that the «{v30Aua» was a painting (467jvai 57). See also P. Speck, A Byz-
antine depiction of Ancient Athens, in S.Takacs (ed.), Understanding Byzantium: Studies in Byzantine Historical Studies (Ashgate
2005) 29-32; Kaldelis (2009) 156-157.

150 Ph. Kolovou, Michaelis Choniatae epistulae, Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae (Berlin and New York 2001).

151 The Gorgoepekoos, the chapel of the Propylaia, Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos, Hagios loannes Theologos in Plaka, Megale
Panagia, Omorfi Ekklesia at Galatsi and the katholikon of the Kaisariani monastery.

152 See above pp. 17-25.

153 To the emperor Alexios Il in 1198. Lambros, Xovidrng, 307-311, 512-519; G. Stadtmiiller (ed.), Orientalia Christiana
Analecta, Memorantum to Alexios IIl Angelos (Rome 1934) 282-286.

154 For the Scythian desert, see B. Katsaros (ed.), Ae¢1xc6 Zovido (Thessaloniki 2002) 1039.

155 Herrin, Organisation, 136-137. In an encomium of the emperor Manuel I (1161) the renewal of the cities is mentioned.
See A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, Noctes Petropolitanae (S. Peterburg 1913) 169, 173; G. Dagron, The urban economy, op.
cit., 401-403.

156 C. Morrisson, Byzantine money, op. cit., 958, pl. 5-6.

157 N. Oikonomides, & 7016 Badud ftav ékypnuaticuévn 1 nesofulovivi oikovouia; Podwvid. Tiurj otév M. I.
Mavoboaxa (Rethymnon 1994) 363—370.

158 FE.S. Kleiner, Mediaeval and Modern Greek Coins in the Athenian Agora (Princeton 1978) 16.
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Considerable evidence concerning secondary production in Athens — both with regards to
commerce and industry — has already been discussed. " This activity was obviously (as Choni-

ates affirms)'®

much smaller-scale in comparison with production in Corinth, Chalcis, and
Thebes; nevertheless, the basis of the economy was primary production. Piracus (about which
we do not have specific information) was on the route between Thessalonica and the West and
its importance was as a stopover, not a center of export.'" In the twelfth century, Piracus was
under the jurisdiction of a state official.'”* The free trading privileges granted to the Venetians
under Alexios IIl included Athens, '’ though in what exactly their trade consisted we are not
informed, unlike the case of Corinth.

The erection of churches in Athens and its environs in the twelfth century is one further
indication of economic prosperity.' A truly lavish expenditure of money was manifest in
the erection, at the turn of the eleventh to twelfth century, of the Daphni monastery, whose
founders remain unknown, although it is reasonable to assume that they were Athenians. The

1’165

size of the monastery, which was surrounded by a defensive wal and the luxury apparent

in the construction and decoration of its katholikon testify to enormous investment in a pro-
vincial monument.

Especially characteristic of the last two decades of the twelfth century is the alienation

of Constantinople from the provinces. It is clear that there developed a political ideology166

aimed against the consumerist establishment of the capital which constantly and increasingly

neglected the provinces. Choniates expressed precisely this conviction that the entire empire

167

furnished the capital with consumer goods'®” while the only concern of the state was tax col-

lection. The capital did not cease to be the cultural and religious center for all Greek peoples,
but there was a certain rivalry with the provinces,'® as well as cultural variations (like those
mentioned by Choniates) also expressed in the realm of church architecture between the two
‘schools’ that became ever more perceptible.

Entrance into Athens was forbidden to state officials by imperial decree,'® but they got
round it under the pretense of participation in the pilgrimage to the Theotokos shrine in the
Parthenon, which was resented by the Athenians since they were obliged to pay the expenses.

159 See above pp. 115-124.

160 Lambros, Xowvidtng, B’, 98, 514, 583.

161 H.Ahrweiler, Byzance et la mer (Paris 1966) 168.

162 Ibid., 228.

163 G.Tafel and G. Thomas, Urkunden zur dlteren Handels — und Staatengeschichte der Republik Venedig, 1 (Wien 1856) 2665; H.
Ahrweiler, op. cit., 277.

164 For the creation of one more monastery by a certain Symeon, see P. Gautier (ed.), Theophylaktos Achridos (Thessaloniki 1980)
329. Of the eleventh or twelfth century.

165 Ch. Bouras, The Daphni monastic complex reconsidered, in I. Sevéenko and 1. Hutter (eds.), Aetdg, Studies in Honour of
Cyril Mango (Stuttgart and Leipzig 1998) 1-14.

166 H. Ahrweiler, L'idéologie politique de I'Empire byzantin (Paris 1975) 87—102. Patriotisme provincial et attitude anticonstanti-
nopolitain.

167 Lambros, Xwvidtng, B’, 83, 578.

168 Herrin, Realities, 282—284; eadem, Collapse, 198.

169 Lambros, Xoovidzng, A’, 308 «. . . KaOOTL TpocKLYNTOV ¥pucofovilov Kol avtiv dmeipyet ™y eig ABnvag avtd
TAPOSOV» (given that the respected chrysobull prohibited even his entrance in Athens); Herrin, Realities, 259-260.
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The local authorities had, practically speaking, passed to the metropolitan, who lived on the
Acropolis and was responsible even for defense.'”We do not have in Athens the phenomenon
of strong local leadership that took initiatives, developed autonomously and refused the state
officials, as was the case in Lacedacmonia, Argos and Monemvasia.'” The centrifugal tenden-
cies'” in Athens were limited. Choniates penned flattering addresses for the men of power!'”?
who came to Athens, but did not omit to write also about their injustices, unlawful enrich-
ment and arbitrariness. Many of the officials in charge of the themes lived permanently in the
capital and were indifferent to the problems experienced in the provinces. An overview of
the reasons that led to the dissolution of the Byzantine state mechanism in the last years of the
twelfth century has been provided by Judith Herrin.'™

The poor condition of the city that is described by Choniates is attributed by some to the

175

Norman occupation'” and by others to the Saracens.'”® Neither can be confirmed. Norman

occupations of cities are known from other sources, and piratical attacks from Aegina or

2177

Makronesos were made mainly along the coast in ‘skaphidia’"”’, in order to plunder rather than

occupy cities. It is also unclear whether Athens suffered from the plague'” of 1172.
What consequences the reorganization of the state had on the built environment of Athens
we cannot know. The neglected and ruinous state of the defenses is known to us only from

Choniates'” and not from the walls themselves since they have been destroyed. The only

secure information derives from excavation, which revealed extensive fire damage, probably

at the end of the twelfth century, and has been interpreted as the result of the attack by Leo

Sgouros.'*

In this climate of the dissolution seen in the state structure at the end of the Middle Byz-
antine period, the organization of the Church alone remained solid.”" As in the eleventh
century, too, the metropolis of Athens included the same bishoprics as before, but they
are referred to by new names: of the islands Kea and Kythnos, on the one hand, and of

Moundinitsa, Megara,'®” and Thisbe (medieval Kastorion), on the other.'™ Matters related

170 Herrin, Realities, 258, 266.

171 A. Bon, Le Peloponnése byzantin (Paris 1951) 124—125.

172 H. Ahrweiler, op. cit., 66; D. Zakythinos, Bolavtiov (Athens 1951) 124.

173 To the praetor Nikephoros Prosouch (Lambros, Xeovidtng, A’, 142, B’, 455), the praetor Demetrios Drimys (ibid., A’,
157-179, B, 460), the megas dux Michael Stryphnos (Ibid.,A’, 324, B’, 531) and the logothetes Basileios Kamateros (Ibid.,
B’, 312, 530).

174 Herrin, The Collapse.

175 View of Spyridon Lambros. Lambros, Xaovidtng, B’, 461; Idem, Abjjvau, 14, 32.

176 Travlos, [lolgodopuki, 162.

177 Zakythinos, BuCavrivij EAAGg, 96.

178 K. Konstantopoulos, Ayvwoctog &v ABMvaig Aowudg kotd 1odg nécovg xpdvovg, Apuovie 1 (1900) 119-120.

179 See above p. 23 and nn. 74-76.

180 Thompson and Wycherley, 218 n. 30; Travlos, Toleodoukiy, 163 n. 1, 2; Kaldelis (2009) 162-165.

181 Herrin, Organisation.

182 Ibid., 13.

183 A. Dunn, The rise and fall of towns, loci of maritime traffic, and silk production: The problem of Thrisvi-Kastorion, in E.
Jeffreys (ed.), Byzantine Style, Religion and Civilization in Honour of Sir Steven Runciman (Cambridge 2006) 38-69.
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to ecclesiastical organization and the status of the metropolis of Athens have often been the
subject of research.'®*

The combination of the information gleaned from the Parthenon graffiti and the Synodikon
of Athens'® provides a full catalogue of twelfth-century metropolitans, including the date of
death for most of them:

Niketas T 1103 Georgios T 1160
Epiphanios Nikolaos Hagiotheodorites T 1175
Nikephoros T 1163 Joannes

Leo Xeros T 1163Michael Choniates 1182—1204

Except for loannes, the metropolitans who cover the period between 1121 and 1204
belonged to families that produced distinguished generals, jurists and political officials."*
Their appointment was of considerable significance, given the great importance of the
metropolis of Athens as a result of the extensive bishoprics subject to it and the increased
responsibilities which had been assigned to its metropolitan. The lead seals of the metro-
"7 show the Theotokos Athenais (or in Athens) and testify to the appeal of the city’s

pilgrimage shrine.

politans

We learn from the Praktikon'®® that the metropolis of Athens had incomes from landed

189

estates'®” — it mentions indirectly five such properties. The metropolis also had private prop-

erty inside the city of Thebes,'” mentioned in the Praktikon, and it is known that the metro-
politan of Athens had a residence in Constantinople.'" It is also believed that workshops were

taxed by the metropolis.'”” The metropolitan of Athens was a member of the Synod,'”* played

194

arole in the conferment of official appointments,”* and Michael Choniates in particular trav-

eled to the capital to participate in official feasts.!”

184 V. Grumel, Les regestres des actes du Patriarchat de Constantinople (Bucarest 1947) 1, 3; V. Laurent, La liste épiscopale de la
Métropole d’Athenes, in Mémoire Louis Petit (Bucarest 1948) 272-291; Zakythinos, Bolovaviy EALég, 70-73; Herrin,
Organisation; Veis, ABfjva; S. Lambros, 'Enickonot AGnvav, NE 20 (1926) 22-24. According to Neilos Doxapatres
under the jurisdiction of the Metropolis of Athens there were 11 bishoprics, PG, 132, 1108.

185 ]. Gouillard, Le Synodicon de I’Orthodoxie, Travaux et Mémoires 2 (1967) 108.

186 For general information and bibliographical notes on the families of Xeros, Bourtzes and Hagiotheodorites, see ODB 1II,
2210, 317-318 and 899 respectively (A. Kazhdan). On Michael Choniates and his brother Niketas the historian see ibid.,
427, 428. See also ]. Darrouzes, Obit de deux métropolites d’Athenes, Léon Xeros et Georges Bourtzes, REB 20 (1962)
190, 196; Kaldellis (2009) 123-128.

187 N. Oikonomides, Dated Byzantine Seals (Washington 1986) 113, 115-116.

188 Lambros, Xwvidtng,A’, 310, B’, 516.

189 Granstrem et al., Praktikon, 8.

190 A. Dunn, The Rise, op. cit.

191 P. Gautier, Le typikon du Christ Sauveur Pantocrator, REB 32 (1974) 124—125. Among the properties that were given in
1136 to the monastery of Pantokrator was 0 0ikog 100 AOV@V (“The house of the metropolitan of Athens’).

192 Lambros, Xwvidng, B’, 54, 570; G. Dagron, The urban economy, op. cit., 418.

193 The metropolitan Nikolaos Hagiotheodorites made a proposal to the Synod of 1166. See V. Grumel, Les regestres, op. cit., 123.

194 Svoronos, Cadastre, 71.

195 Lambros, Xovidtng, A’, 256, B, 499.
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All of the above were related to the importance of the metropolis of Athens, but also
to the question of patronage and ecclesiastical works, which are of direct relevance to our
topic. In the context of the medieval Parthenon we have already discussed the bare refer-
ences made by Nikolaos Agiotheodorites' and Michael Choniates'’ to the work done
on the Great Church ‘Megalos Naos’. We have noted the discovery on the Acropolis of an
inscription, probably referring to a foundation,'” that mentions some ‘proedros [i.e. bishop]
of Methone’. It is believed, with good reason, that the church of the Panagia Gorgoepekoos
was the work of Michael Choniates.'” And if we accept the view that the metropolitan
residence was situated at that time in the Pinakotheke of the Propylaia, then we should also
accept that the small church, accessible from there, was the chapel of the metropolitan and
the work of one of the last men to hold that office in the Middle Byzantine period. Con-
sequently, the metropolitans of Athens emerge as the only known and probable patrons of
architectural works in the twelfth century.

It is not known when the pilgrimage of the Theotokos in the Parthenon was established. We
do not know whether the dedication was inspired by some icon of the Panagia, or from the
church itself which, despite the various disfigurations it had endured,*® still retained its gran-
deur. The truth is that the Great Church ‘Megalos Naos’ passed without comment, reference or
praise — except from Choniates,””' and his were limited to general expressions of admiration.

202

The same can be said for the laudations by Choniates’s nephew”” that were included in the

monody he wrote for his uncle.

3

As we have already seen,” of special political importance for Athens were the pilgrimage

and offering of dedications by the emperor Basil Il after his victory against the Bulgars. This can
be contrasted with the spiritual motivation behind the visits by the three monks who played the
most important roles in the revival of monastic life in medieval Greece. Each visited the church
to express his devotion to the Theotokos, but in none of the three Lives — of Loukas,” Nikon,™

196 Works mentioned on the funeral speech delivered by Euthymios Tornikes. See A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, Abnvaikd,
Apuovia 3 (1902) 222-223; J. Darrouzes, Notes sur Euthyme Tornikes, Euthyme Malakes et George Tornikes, REB 23
(1965) 148-167.

197 A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, op. cit., 284.

198 Sece above p. 151 n. 44 and fig. 91.

199 M. Chatzidakis, Monuments byzantins en Attique et Béotie (Athenes 1956) 23.

200 See above pp. 146, 149, 150.

201 Lambros, Xeooviamng, A’, 104, B’, 27, 451.

202 A. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, op. cit., 278, TOhewg ¢nui Aoumpdg kai dowdiuov, vaod mepuivtov kol ovpaviov
Bokduov kai [TapBevidvog tiig Ocopntopog (I say of the brilliant and famous in songs of the city, of the renowned
temple, the heavenly chamber, the Virgin room of the Mother of God).

203 See above p. 305 n. 121 and Kaldellis (2009) 81-91.

204 D. Sophianos, O piog, op. cit., 166, Tpdg T6g ABMvag Epxoviar kai TV €keloe vedv Tig T0D Ogod MnTpdg
£ioeh0ovTeg Kai TPpooevElugvot (They come to Athens and to the temple there of the Mother of God, they entered and

they prayed)

205 O. Lampsidis, O ék [16vzov da10¢ Nikewv, op. cit., 54, Elyov obv ABfjvor tov ‘Octov ko 6 koupdg EkbAeL 6. elwboTa.
avt®d éktelelv. Kai énel 10 aimeiviov katéhofe i morewg, £vOn o1 O meptdvupog dputar vadg Oelog tig
®goufT0pog (Athens had the presence of the Hosios and the opportunity called him to accomplish the usual [task]. Since
he reached the seaport of the city, where is founded the famous and divine temple of the Mother of God.) See also Kaldellis
(2009) 97.
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or Meletios® — is any icon mentioned, but only the church of the Panagia. Michael
Choniates mentions other visitors at the end of the twelfth century, such as Basileios
Kamateros,”” brother of the wife of Alexios III, and the megas dux Michael Stryphnos”®
with his wife. He also mentions state officials and their retinues who used the pretext of
pilgrimage to the Theotokos to visit Athens at the expense of the local inhabitants.”*
Later traditions talk about an icon of the Panagia Atheniotissa,”"” and there is information
about another icon with the inscription ‘M1fmp ©god 1| Abnvaio’ that was preserved in the patri-
archal church in Cairo.”"" But these are probably not related to the (presumed) original icon.
Nevertheless, churches and monasteries dedicated in honor of the Panagia Athe-
niotissa could be found in the wider Byzantine world, for example, in southwest Asia

?12in 1186 and, with a later attestation,

Minor in the theme of Mylasa and Melanoudion
in Pontos at Soteroupolis.””’ In Constantinople, among the foundations of Michael Gla-
bas Tarchaniotes was a monastery ‘of the Mother of God Atheniotissa’*'* We possess no
further information about these now nonextant monuments. The notion that their name
derived from an icon type of the Theotokos Atheniotissa should be excluded.”"® Invoca-
tions to the Panagia as ‘Mistress [AéoTlowa] of Athens’ are preserved in the Parthenon
graffiti.216

The importance of the cult of the Theotokos in Middle Byzantine Athens is also

attested on surviving lead seals®!”

218

of four Athenian metropolitans: of Sabbas, perhaps

ninth century,’"® an otherwise unknown Georgios,*"” Nikolaos Hagiotheodorites,”*’ and

one Michael, probably Choniates.””' They show an image of the Theotokos and the rel-
evant inscription,”” but there is a problem with the suggestion that some icon in the

Parthenon was the prototype, because the three later lead seals show the Panagia as

206 Chr. Papadopoulos, ‘O daioc Melétioc 6 véog, op. cit., 76, TO YOOV EKEIGE TAVGENTE THG TAVGEUVOL TEUEVEL
gmdnuioag kot Tég e0ydg Amodouevog 1@ O (From there he goes to the sanctuary of the all venerable and the all-
modest [Theotokos] and renders his prayers to God.) See also Kaldellis (2009) 103.

207 Lambros, Xovidtng, 458; ODB 11, 1098 s.v. Kamateros, John (A. Kazhdan).

208 Ibid.; ODBIII, 1968 s.v. Stryphnos, Michael (A. Cutler).

209 According to the memorandum, Lambros, Xevidrng, A’, 309; Herrin, Collapse, 197.

210 G. Sotiriou, Eicaywyn, EMME, A, 1, 35 n. 3.

211 D. Kambouroglous, H [Tovayia tév AOnvév, DChAE, 2 (1892-94) 80-81.

212 F. Miklosich and I. Miller, Acta et diplomata, 6 (Vindobonae 1890) 121.The foundation of a certain loannikios in the locality
of Hagios loannes tou Vatou.

213 Ibid., I (Vindobonae 1860) 477. Of the year 1364, foundation of the local metropolitan.

214 A. Failler, Pachymeriana altera, REB 46 (1988) 80; V. Kidonopoulos, Bauten in Konstantinopel 1204—1328 (Wiesbaden 1994)
67-68.

215 A. Failler, op. cit., 83.

216 Orlandos and Vranousis, 9, no. 17.

217 On the lead seals with the representation of the Virgin, see I. Koltsida-Makri, Eikovoypagia tfig ©@gotérov and
Tapaotdoelg podvpdopovirmv, in Owpdxiov, Apiépwuo ot uvijun tob [1. Aalapion, op. cit., 285.

218 G. Zacos, Byzantine Lead Seals (Berne 1984) 400, no. 883.

219 Lambros, Xeovidtng, B’, 452, no. 1.

220 N. Oikonomides, A Collection of Dated Byzantine Lead Seals (Washington 1986) 114—115, no. 120.

221 Lambros, Xeovidtng, B’, 452, no. 2.

222 On the lead seal of Hagiotheodorites «MMtnp @cod 1 ABvaicy or <M Ocod 1 (&) ABMVOIC». On the seal of
Michael Choniates «Mftnp Ocod 1} AONVId(TIGGA)».
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Hodegetria, whereas in the first, belonging to Metropolitan Sabbas, she appears in the

Panagia Blachernitissa type.

* and his fellow martyrs was completely

The martyrion of Leonides, bishop of Athens,”
neglected by the medieval Athenians, even though this, too, should naturally have been a pil-
grimage shrine, at least one of local importance. Choniates reminds his flock of the martyr

and his shrine, and reprimands them for their indifference.

223 Lambros, Xovidtng,A’, 151, B, 459.
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4

EPILOGUE
The Athens of legend during the Middle Ages

After the collapse of the ancient world, during the Middle Ages and even after the period
addressed in this book, Athens continued to be the stuff of legend. It was believed that it had
once upon a time been a unique and glorious city inhabited by philosophers and poets, the
birthplace of literature and the arts. This legend' was fostered by the Constantinopolitan
elite with its love for ancient Greek literature, but also in the collective memory of ordinary
people, which is known to us mainly from Constantinople. This recollection of the great-
ness of classical Athens is one more testimony to the continuity between ancient culture and
medieval Byzantium.

It was not unnatural for educated people, admirers of ancient literature, to feel nos-
talgia for the glories of classical Athens, even though they were ignorant or extremely
ill-informed about the state of the city in their own day. Michael Psellos disapproved of
officials who, having been posted to Athens, treated as a place of exile the place whose
history he so admired, ‘fabled Greece’. He proclaims that we ought to love the offspring — he
means the Athenians and the Peloponnesians — for the sake of their glorious ancestors’
‘even if they preserve nothing of their character’; and he requests information about
the topography of Athens.’ About a century later, Eustathios of Thessalonica could not
hide his enthusiasm for the Athens he knew from the ancient texts: ‘O sweet Athens and
much-hymned Hymettus’, ‘Attica was the adornment of Greece’, ‘O that light which
made Attica so famous . . . from which the city of Athens too received its light’, ‘brilliant,
golden, violet-crowned Athens’.* loannes Komnenos® praises ‘. . . the mother of letters,

golden Athens the famous city’.

1 On the legend of Athens, sce S. Vryonis, The Ghost of Athens in Byzantine and Ottoman times, Balkan Studies 43 (2002) 5-115;
H. Hunger, Athen in Byzanz. Tratim und Realitit, /OB 40 (1990) 43-61; M. Di Branco, Atene immaginaria. Il mito di Atene
nella letteratura bizantina tra agiografia, teosofia e mirabilia, RendLinc IX, 16 (2005) fasc. 1, 65—134.

2 M. Psellos, Totoptkoi Adyot, in K. a0ag (ed.), Emotorai, Meosoiwviky BifAiobixn (Venice 1876) no A0’ (letters no
26,32, 33, 34, 135).

3 Ibid., 258, letter no 20, recipient unknown.

4 D. Sophianos, Bulavtio (Athens 2006) 39.

5 D. Kambouroglous, Mvijueia tijc iotopiog tév AOnvaiwv, 11, op. cit., 127.
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About Metropolitan Michael Choniates much has already been said. He felt nostalgia for
the ancient city, he recognized many of its ancient monuments and place-names, in all prob-
ability he ordered an artistic reconstruction of it,* and he made use of the expression ‘golden
Athens’. He was terribly disappointed by his flock’s educational and linguistic deficiencies
and their rcligious scnsibility, but still he lets slip his pride in ‘my Athens’, the city to which
he has dedicated himself. He misses no opportunity to allude to its ancient glories. When one
of the strongmen of those times’ visited Athens, Choniates flattered him and at the same time
admonished him: ‘Come on, best of men, honor Athens by staying here. Embrace as a man
of wisdom the soil in which literature (flowered); as most righteous of judges, the mother of
Solon; and as a lover of Demosthenes’s voice, the nurse of the rhetors and sophists. Show it
your affection, if any trace of its one-time happiness can still be seen.” We may observe that
the Painted Stoa to which Michael Choniates alludes was well known in Byzantium,® and the
expression ‘golden Athens’ was commonplace.”

Choniates specially emphasizes the Athenians’ lack of education at the end of the twelfth
century, but that may not have been true of all our period. The abbots with whom he corre-
sponded were evidently not uneducated, nor were the cathedral officials. But the stories about
the erudition of the Athenians,'” which deceived modern scholars, belong in fact to popular
traditions reflecting events and ideas belonging to Late Antiquity, and were transmitted to us,
once more, via the capital.

As we can see from the anonymous Patria Konstantinopoleos and the Parastaseis syntomoi
chronikai,"" in the collective memory of Constantinopolitans, Athens was the city of wise men
and idolaters,'” a place that in some ideal sense had managed to remain outside time, or at
least outside Christian history." Men felt awe before the unknown, and superstitious beliefs
gathered round the ancient works of art that adorned Constantinople' and only philoso-
phers from Athens could interpret."” Two statues with outstretched hands were believed to

be of Athenian provenance, and one Ligurios, an idolater, explained that they were images

N

Lambros, Xwvidzng, B’, 398, 657.

Demetrios Drimys, praetor of Greece and Peloponnesus, came to Athens at the end of the year 1183 during the reign of
Andronikos Komnenos (Lambros, Xovidrn,¢, B’, 46). For the Drimys family, sce ODB I, 661-662 (A. Kazhdan).

The ruins of the Stoa Poikile during the Middle Byzantine period certainly were covered with earth. The excavation began in
1981 (Camp, Agora, 66, 68—71). Michael Choniates perhaps believed that the colonnade of the fagade of the Hadrian’s Library
was the Poikile. For other references of the monument, see R. E. Wycherley, Literary and Epigraphic Testimonies, Athenian Agora
III (Princeton 1957) 15; D. Kambouroglous, Mvyueia, op. cit., 127; M. Psellos, Totopucol Adyot, op. cit., 268 no. 33,

~

o

472 no. 186 and in an inscription on the walls of Constantinople, see A. Rhoby, Zu lambischen versen an einer Mauer in
Konstantinopel, BZ 96 (2003) 685-687.

9 A. Sideras, Die unedierte trostrede des Georgios Antiochos an den Logothetes Michael Hagiotheodorites, JOB 55 (2005)
147-190; A. Rhoby, Spontane Ammerkungen zum “goldenen” Athen in Byzanz, JOB 56 (2006) 53-58.

10 G. Sotiriou and Gregorovius. See EMME, A1, 14.

11 On these two books, see ODBIII, 1598 and 1586 (A. Kazhdan).

12 Tag ABvag tag Oepudc pév méhar v gidwioratpioy, inep T1g GAAN 1@V TOAEWV (‘Athens, once warm to idolatry,
more than any other city’), Biog éoiov MeAstiov 100 véov, Chr. Papadopoulos ed. (Athens 1968) 76.

13 G. Dagron, Constantinople Imaginaire (Paris 1984) 115.

14 C. Mango, Antique statuary and the Byzantine beholder, DOP 17 (1963) 53-75.

15 A. Cameron and J. Herrin (eds.), [lapaoctdoeig atviouor ypovikod (Leiden 1984) 140, 144.
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of philosophers.'® Another one, a seated female figure in the Hippodrome, was said to be an
image of Athena, and to have come from Greece."” The Empress Eudocia’s seven brothers
(?) explained to the emperor the various signs of the zodiac in the Hippodrome, and solved
riddles' for him too. The elephants on the Golden Gate' were believed to have come from
Athens, as also the monolith of Strategion.” The Athenian philosophers persuaded Justinian
not to pave Hagia Sophia completely in silver,’ lest it be looted *. . . in the last days. . .. Also,
a false prophet called Katananges, who foretold the death of Alexios Komnenos in the Great
City, was said to have been from Athens.”” Popular imagination wrapped the ancient city
in myth.

After our period, the myth of Athens kept its hold on its audience. A text composed in
1380, expressing enthusiastic admiration for the monuments on the Acropolis,” for the first
time gets beyond myth and touches on reality. Then comes the visit by Cyriac of Ancona,”
who is attracted by the city’s fame but also, for the first time, shows real scholarly interest in
classical antiquity and the monuments.

According to Kritoboulos,” the legend of Athens reached the ears of Mehmet II, the Con-
queror of Constantinople, with the result that he was possessed by . . . an overpowering love
both of the city and of the wonders in it. . /, and accorded it privileges during his visit. But
a little later, in the Theatres and Schools of Athens by the Vienna Anonymous of Vienna (1460)*
and in the writings of Urbano Bolzanio (known as the Anonymous of Milan: 1475, 1485)* and
of Evliya Celebi,” we again find information derived from popular collective memory mixed
with praises and the great names of antiquity, in an attempt to augment the city’s prestige.
These are the works of half-educated writers who are not in a position to provide reliable data

for modern research.

16 Ibid., 62.

17 Ibid., 138.

18 Thid., 140 ff.

19 G. Dagron, Constantinople, op. cit., 128.

20 Idem, 129.

21 Idem, 205, 246 n. 150.

22 B. Leib (ed.), Anna Komnene Alexias (Paris 1967) 59.

23 W. Miller, Totopia tij¢ Ppayrorpatiog otijv EAAdOa, transl. S. Lambros (Athens 1909) A’, 447; K. Setton, Catalan Domi-
nation of Athens (London 1975) 187.

24 E.W. Bodnar, Cyriakus of Ankona and Athens (Bruxelles-Berchem 1960); idem, Athens in April 1436, II, Archaeologia 23, III
(1970) 188-199.

25 Kritovoulos of Imbros, Iotopia, D. Reinsch and F. Kolovou eds. (Athens 2005) 424-427.

26 Comte de Laborde, Athénes aux XVe, XVIe et XVIle siécles (Paris 1854) 19.

27 ].M. Paton, Mediaeval and Renaissance Visitors to Greek Lands (Princeton 1951) 177; K. Setton, Catalan Domination, op. cit.,
238-240. On these late texts sce also S. Lambros, Avo €k0éaeig mepi AOnvav, mepi Td T€An T0d dekdtov ER36p0V
dudvog, AIEE 5 (1900) 219-227; Gregorovius, Mirabilien der Stadt Athen, Sitzungsberichte der K. Bayerische Akademie der Wis-
senschaften, Philos. Histor. Classe (1881) 1, 348.

28 S.Vryonis, The Ghost, op. cit., 46-49; K. Biris, T6 Attucd 100 EBMy1d Togheuni|, A0nvaikd 6 (1957) 319, 1 (1958).
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CAPTIONS FOR THE MAP OF
BYZANTINE ATHENS

N Churches

N.1 Agora. Hagioi Apostoloi (1)

N.2 Agora. Hagios Nikolaos (2)

N.3 Roman Agora. Church beneath the Fethiye Mosque (3)
N.4 Hagioi Apostoloi ‘sta marmara’ (8)

N.5 Hagia Aikaterine (4)

N.6 Our Lady ‘the Athenian’ in the Parthenon
N.7 Chapels in the Propylaia (6)

N.8 Hagioi Anargyroi in Psyrri Square (7)
N.9 Basilica of the Asklepieion

N.11 Hagioi Asomatoi near ‘Theseion’ (9)
N.12 Asomatos sta Skalia (10)

N.14 Hagios Georgios Alexandrinos (13)
N.17 Panagia Gorgoepekoos (14)

N.19 Hagios Dionysios Areopagites (16)

N.20 Profitis Ilias in the Staropazaro (17)
N.22 Hagioi Theodoroi on Nikis Street (18)
N.23 Hagioi Theodoroi (19)

N.24 Hephaisteion Hagios Georgios (20)
N.25 Hagios Thomas (21)

N.26 Hagios loannes o Theologos, Plaka (23)
N.30 Martyrion of Hagios Leonides (Ilissos basilica) (22)
N.31 Kapnikarea (28)

N.32 Panagia Krystalliotissa

N.35 Hagia Marina (31)

N.36 Megale Panagia (32)

N.37 Metamorphosis tou Soteros, Plaka (33)
N.38 Hagios Nikolaos Rangavas (34)

N.42 Panagia stin Petra

N.45 Soteira Lykodemou (38)
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N.47 Sotera of Kottakis (37)

N.48 Taxiarchs church in the Roman Agora (39)
N.49 Hagios Filippos (40)

N.50 Hagios Ioannes o Prodromos (24)

M Monuments of antiquity in the medieval city

M.1The Parthenon (5)

M.2 Post-Herulian wall

M.3 The Erechtheion

M.4 Hephaisteion “Theseion’

M.5 Temple of Athena Nike

M.6Temple of Olympian Zeus

M.7 Temple of Artemis Agrotera

M.8 Gate of the Roman Agora. Archegetis
M.9 Gate of the Library of Hadrian (11)
M.10 Horologion of Andronikus

M. 11 Giants in the Athenian Agora

M. 12 Stoa of Attalos

M.13 Agoranomeion

M. 14 Odeon of Herodes Atticus

M. 15 Theatre of Dionysos

M. 16 Stoa of Eumenes

M.17 Asklcpicion

M.18 Monument of Thrasyllos

M.19 Choregic columns

M.20 Monument of Philopappos

M.21 Gate of Hadrian

M.23 Monument of Lysicrates

M.24 Columns close to the church of H. Aikaterine

I' Excavations in the region south of the Acropolis

I'.1 Excavation at 18-21 Makrygianni Street

I'.2 Excavation at Lempesi and Porinou Street

I'.3 Excavation at 3 Makri Street

I".4 Excavation at 10 Sygrou Street

I'.5 Excavations on the Dionysiou Areopagitou Street

I'.6,7,8 Excavations for the Acropolis Station of the Metro of Athens
I'.9 Excavation on the Dionysiou Areopagitou and Makri Streets
I'.11 Excavation within the precinct of Dionysos Eleuthereus
I'.12-15,T. 38,39 Excavation in the Makrygianni arca

I'.16 Excavation on the R. Galli and Karyatidon Street

I'.17 Excavation at 33 R. Galli Street
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'.23,T.32 Excavation in the Makrygianni area

I'.24,T.40 Excavation in the Theatre of Dionysos

I'.25-30 Excavation on the Dionysiou Areopagitou Street

I'.31 Excavation at 16 Kallisperi Street

I'.33 Excavation in the Odeon of Herodes Atticus

I'.34 Excavation in the Asklepieion

I'.35-36 Excavations by the Stoa of Eumenes

I".43 Excavation at 3—5 Dionysiou Areopagitou Street

I'.44 Excavation on Dionysiou Arcopagitou and Kallisperi Street
I'.44—46 Excavation in the Makrygianni arca

B Excavations in the area of the Agora,
the Areopagos and the region of Theseion

B.1 Excavations in the gardens of Theseion

B.2 Medieval well in Asomaton Square

B.7 Excavations in the streets Adrianou and Thiseiou
B.8 Excavation north of Adrianou Street

B.9 Excavation ASCSA, period 1933

B.13 Excavation ASCSA, period 1937

B.14 Excavation ASCSA, period 1938

B.18 Excavation in Vasilis Street

B.19 Excavation ASCSA, period 1939

B.20 Excavation ASCSA, period 1949

B.22 Excavation ASCSA, period 1968

B.26 Excavation ASCSA at 7 Adrianou Street

B.33 Excavation ASCSA at 11 Astingos Street

B.35 Excavation near the church of Hagios Filippos

A Excavations in the region of Plaka and at the center of the City

A.1 Excavation at 10—12 Hagias Theklas Street
A.2 Excavation near the church of Hagios Filippos
A.3 Excavation at 16 Hagion Anargyron Square
A4 Excavation at 36 Voulis Street

A.5 Excavation at 11 Pittaki Street

A.6 Excavation on the streets Navarchou Apostoli and Ivis
A.7 Excavation at 7-9 Kekropos Street

A.8 Excavation at 3 Miaouli Street

A.9 Excavation at 4 Sarri Street

A.10 Excavation at 27 Nikis Street

A.11 Excavation at 11—13 Hagiou Markou Street
A.12 Excavation at 15 Miaouli Street
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A.13 Excavation at 7 Miltiadou Street

A.14 Excavation on the streets Voulis and Epiti

A.15 Excavation at 111—113 Adrianou Street

A.16 Excavation at 7 Hagiou Filippou Street

A.17 Excavation at 10 Athenas Street

A.18 Excavation at 6 Thoukididou Street

A.19 Excavation east of the Cathedral

A.20 Excavation at 94 Adrianou Street

A.21 Excavation on Hagias Filotheis Street

A.22 Excavation at 117 Adrianou Street

A.23 Excavation at 67 Adrianou Street

A.24 Excavation at Mitropoleos Street (Building of the Ministry of Education)
A.25 Excavation on the streets Stratonos and Epicharmou
A.26 Excavation on the streets Kyrristou and Flessa
A.27 Excavation on the streets Hagias Theklas and Pittaki
A.28 Excavation at 5—19 Pandrosou Street

A.29 Excavation on the streets Kodrou and Hyperidou
A.30 Excavation at 1 Romvis Street

A.32 Excavation at 11 Evangelistrias Street

A.33 Excavation on Thespidos Street

A.37 Excavation in the Mitropoleos Square

A.38 Excavation around the church of Hagioi Theodoroi
A.41 Excavation at 25 Tripodon Street

A .44 Excavation at 88 Adrianou Street

A.45 Excavation at 18 Mnesikleous Street

A.49 Excavation at 34 Mitropoleos Street

E Region of Monastiraki and of the Library of Hadrian

E.1 Excavations of the Monastiraki Station, of the Metro of Athens
E.3,12 Excavations in the Monastiraki Square
E.2,4,5,10 Excavations in the Library of Hadrian

Xt Roman Agora

>1.1-4 Excavations in the Roman Agora

>1.5 Excavation on the streets Areos and Poikilis
¥1.6 Excavations at 3 and 8 Kyrristou Street
¥1.7-10 Excavations in the Roman Agora

7. Region of Amalias Avenue, the National Garden
and Syntagma Square

7.1,12 Excavations in the National Garden

7.2 Excavation at 30 Amalias Avenue and Vionos Pittakou Street
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Z.3,5 Excavation on Amalias Avenue and Xenofontos Street
Z.4,16 Excavation at 2 Amalias Avenue

Z..6 Excavation for the Bodosakis Building

7.7 Excavation on Nikis Street

7..9 Excavation at 8—10 Tziraion Street

7.10 Medieval well of the Zappeion

Z.11 Excavation in Syntagma Square

Z.13 Excavation on Xenofontos Street

7..15 Excavation in the area of the Parliament Building

H Region of Olympieion and Ilissos

H.1 Excavation on the streets Diakou and Anapauseos
H.2 Excavation south of the retaining wall of the Olympieion
H.3 Excavation on the Arditou Street

H.4,5 Excavations in the Olympieion precinct

® Kerameikos area

©.1,2 Excavations of the Pompeion
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291-3, 295

Hagios Nikolaos ‘sto Kountito’ 125n938

Hagios Petros, church of, at Kalyvia Kouvaras 215,
309 fig. 240

Hagios Serapheim, or Hagios Nikolaos, church of,
near Acropolis 281

Hagios Sozon 192

Hagios Sozon, church of, Orchomenos 192

Hagios Thomas, church of 126, 209, 285

Hagiou Filippou Street 58, 67, 78-9, 136

Heliaea 40

Hellas, theme of 303

Helliniki Hetaireia building 55

Hephaisteion (Theseion) 2048

Hermou Street 58

Hill of the Muses (Philopappos) 5, 20n63, 52, 83

Hill of the Nymphs (observatory) 5, 22, 240

Homologetai, katholikon of 2556, 258, 285, 291

Horologion of Andronikos Kyrrhestes (also known as
Tower of the Winds) 46, 62, 65 fig. 29,

Hosios Loukas, monastery of 180, 199, 289n32, 292,
296, 304, 307n117

Hosios Meletios, monastery of 107, 315

House of Proclus 87

House of the Potter 93, 106

Hymettus, Mount 2, 6, 6n29, 116, 122, 221, 233,
250n10, 267n4, 295

Hypapante, church of 26n98, 75

Hypapante, gate 15n35, 26, 32

Ilissos, basilica 210, 210n5, 299n37
Ilissos, river 5, 33, 45, 99, 118, 120
Isthmus of Corinth 6

Italy 6, 175n3; Magna Graecia 307
Iviron, monastery (Moni Iviron) 113n809

Kaisariani 2, 129, 177, 221-5, 285, 289, 291,
310n151

Kallirrhoe, spring 5, 6, 33, 33n154, 121

Kalydon 217

Kanellopoulos Museum 24n83, 54, 110n790,
113n818, 114

Kapnikarea, church of, Panagia 291

Karlsruhe, Institute of Technology, Collection 190,
192,192n12

Karystos 309n142

Kastoria 117n851, 290

Kastorion 120n885, 312, 312n183

Kea 6, 39, 312

Kerameikos 5, 26, 31, 34, 52-3, 99101, 107, 208

Kifissia 130

Kifissos, river 5

Kladou Street 209

Klematios, basilica 299n37

Klepsydra 5, 24n86, 33, 33n155, 34, 161, 161n1

Koile 31, 31n139, 52

Konchylarioi (dyers), quarter 52,75, 86, 92, 99, 120

Korykos, castle 24

Kronos and Rhea, temple of 23 fig. 11, 99

Krystalliotissa, gate and church 17n49, 28, 28 fig. 14,
280116, 29 fig.15

Kydathinaion Street 29, 265
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Kynegos ton Philosophon see Hagios Ioannes
Kythnos 312

Lacedaemonia 308, 312

Larissa 303

Lesbos 303n77

Levadeia, Panagia, church of 199

Library of Hadrian 9, 13, 15, 17, 26, 28, 30, 401,
48,53, 59-61, 120, 126, 130, 165, 1701, 243,
2845, 299-300; ruined church 170—1; tetraconch
61,130-1, 170, 243—4, 285, 299

little metropolis see Panagia Gorgoepekoos

long walls 40

Louvre, Paris 217 fig. 160, 249 fig. 196

Lykabettos, Mount 5, 34, 49, 175, 299n37

Lykeion (Lyceum) 6

Lysikrates monument 40, 49, 1250937

Lysikratous Street 55, 140, 145, 145n17

Makronesos 312

Manolada, Palaiopanagia 134

Marousi 119, 306

Mecca 138n15

Mediterranean, region 108

Medrese, Athens 13, 13n23

Megale Panagia 60, 12930, 288n18, 310n151

Megara 232, 295, 312

Megiste Lavra, monastery 202

Melanoudion, theme of 315

Menidi Gate 217

Mesogeia 123, 130

Metamorphosis, church of, Koropi 282

Metamorphosis tou Soteros, Plaka 245, 246n10, 247,
285,288n18, 291

Methone 151n44, 314

Metochiko Tameio, building on Stadiou Street 16n45

Metroon 74

Middle Byzantine walls 20, 64, 93, 106, 294

mint, ruins of 83n585

Minthi 107

Misaraliotou Street 49

Mitropoleos Street 34, 57

Mnisikleous Street 118

Monastiraki 53, 58, 5961

Monemvasia 6, 119, 120n887, 288n22, 312;
Hodegetria 288n22

Monemvasia, Chronicle of 300

mosque 27n105, 62, 64, 128,130, 137, 138, 138n14,
138n15, 139n17

Moundinitsa 312

Mylasa, theme of 315

Mystras 291n54

National Archacological Museum 16n45, 66
National Garden 12, 53, 94-9, 269

Nicaea, Asia Minor 26

Nikias, choregic monument 12

Odeon of Agrippa see Agrippa, Odeon of

Odeon of Herodes Atticus 39n196

Odeon of Perikles 85

Olympicion 18, 22, 301,401, 44,48, 53, 95,
97-9, 1201

Omortfi Ekklesia see Galatsi, Hagios Georgios

Palace of the Giants 7n45, 47, 72, 76n520, 299

Pan, cave of 5, 280

Panagia Gorgoepekoos 57

Panagia Gregorousa 62n419, 65 fig. 29, 275

Panagia stin Petra 45, 99, 126, 281

Panagia Zourtsa 291n52

Panathenaic Stadium 49

Panathenaion Street 83n585

Panos Street 55, 634, 138n13

Pantheon 17, 17n49, 28, 567

Parthenon 4-5, 8-9, 20, 35,40-2, 54, 125, 128, 130,
137, 14654, 160, 294, 298, 3034, 307-8, 311,
313-15

Patmos, monastery of St. John the Theologian
113n810

Patoussa Street 66n447

Patras 300n46

Pazaroporta 45

Pelopida Street 138 fig. 79

Peloponnese 6, 32, 107n775, 238, 300n46, 304n86,
307, 312n171

Pergamon 8, 115n834, 122n905, 123

‘Peripatos’ 40

Petraki monastery, katholikon 190n9, 25964, 266n3

Phaidros bema 84

Philopappos monument 5, 41, 47, 48, 149

Piracus 6, 6n35, 14n27, 31, 66, 291, 295, 311; Gate
82, 123; harbor 116n846; railway 66

Plaka 26, 29, 53-9, 21216, 245-7, 248, 283, 285,
289,291, 2934

Pnyx hill 12

Pompeion 34, 52, 100

Portos monastery 52

Poseidonos Street 66n447

Post-Herulian Wall 7-8, 10, 1315, 17-18, 23-7, 29,
32, 34,46-8, 53, 55, 57, 61, 67, 73, 75, 83, 105,
124, 130, 161, 195, 251, 298-9, 301-2, 307-8, 310

Profitis Ilias, church of, in the Staropazaro 18993,
282,288, 291

Prokonnesos 231

Propylaia 4, 9, 18, 21, 34-5, 434, 149, 1556, 285,
314; cistern 35, 155

Psyrri Square 157-60, 282, 285

Ptolemaiou Street 66n447

Pyrgiotissa 15n35, 17n48, 27
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Rhodes 232

Rizokastro 14, 24-5, 46, 54, 83-5, 106

Roman Agora 267, 27n105-6, 40, 45, 53, 626,
1110796, 113, 11819, 119n873—4, 124, 127,
130, 137-9, 245, 275-6, 285, 288n18, 289, 291-2,
305n94, 306; fountain 623

‘Roman temple’ in the Agora 99

Rome Inl, 14n30, 18n58, 21n68, 430243, 155n5
183n40, 258n13, 301n63, 310n153

Royal wall 18, 23,49,51-2, 116, 124, 217

>

Sacred Gate 5, 31, 31n140

Sacred Way 6, 31, 32

Serbia 261

Sergiopolis (Resafa) 20

Serpentze 14, 14n26

Serres 9

Servia, city 15

Sicily 152n56, 307n127

Sinai, monastery 4, 140

Siphnos 308n136

Skripou (Orchomenos), church of Panagia (Koimesis)
at 183, 264, 306, 308n130

Skyros, bishopric 309n142

Skyros, Episkopi, church at 304n85

Sokratous Street 217

Solaki (family) 131n1; see also Hagioi Apostoloi,
church of, in the Agora

Soteira Lykodemou, church of 29, 120, 126, 164,
200, 203, 254, 26974, 282, 291, 308

Soter (Savior), unknown church of 57n363, 177n14
281,282

Sotera, church of the, in the Roman Agora 268, 284,
2945

Sotera of Kottakis, church of, Metamorphosis/
Transfiguration of the Savior 2658, 284

Sotera tou Dikaiou 58

Soteroupolis 315

South Stoa, Agora 32, 82

Stavros, Attica 233n3, 280

Stoa of Attalos 13, 27n104, 32, 47, 47n280, 66, 73
209, 305n94

>
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Stoa of Eumenes 14, 20n63, 36, 40, 47, 85, 86
Stoa of the Herms 323

Stoa of Zeus 70

Stoa Poikile 32, 38, 82, 318n8

Studenica Theotokos 239n9

Syntagma Square 18, 53, 94-9, 123,127, 269

Taxiarchs, church of, in Charouda, Mani 199,
288n18

Taxiarchs, church of the, in the Roman
Agora 66

“Theatre of Bacchus’ 47

Theatre of Dionysos 37, 47, 84, 106, 112, 114,175,
181, 299; basilica 47n276

Theatrou Street 217

Thebes 4, 6, 32, 112, 119, 184, 264, 303, 311, 313;
Kaloktenes aqueduct 120n894

Themistoklean walls xix, 11

Theseion see Hephaisteion

Thessalonica 6, 6n35, 9, 15, 26, 34, 106n766, 287,
305, 311, 317; Hagios Eleutherios 176-84;
Rotunda 288n21.

Thisbe (Thisvi, Kastorion) 120n885, 312

Thrasyllos, monument of 47

Toprakkale castle 24

tower of Leo the synkellos 21, 308

Tower of the Winds see Horologion of Andronikos
Kyrrhestes

Tripodon Street 55, 76, 130, 251

Tzykanisterion 8, 51, 124

Valerianic walls (Roman) 124

Varasova. Hagios Demetrios, church of 153n67, 160
Venice. San Marco, church of 183

Vlassarou 66, 67n455, 82

voivod’s residence 48

Weiler building 91n658

Xenofontos Street 31, 59n380, 95n690

Zappeion 53, 94-9, 123
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